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DOT/OHMO 

CSC 
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Cancer  Control  Community  Activities  Review  Com¬ 
mittee,  8-23  and  8-24-76 .  27857 

•  Cancer  Control  Intervention  Programs  Review  Com¬ 
mittee,  8-5  and  8-6-76 .  27857 

Clinical  Trials  Review  Committee,  8-9-76 .  27858 

Committee  on  Cancer  Imrrru notherapy,  8-12-76  ...  27858 
Maternal  and  Child  Health  Research  Committee, 

8-9  and  8-10-76 .  27858 

Mental  Retardation  Research  Committee,  8-12  and 

8-13-76  . . . . . - .  27859 

National  Cancer  Advisory  Board  Subcommittee  on 

Centers  and  Construction,  8-13-76 . 27859 

Natioruil  Heart  and  Lung  Advisory  Council, 

8-12-76 . 27859 

Advisory  Committee’s  Review  of  Research  Grant 

Applications,  various  dates . 27860 

Workshop  for  Low-Incidence  Populations,  8-19  and 

8-20-76  . 27860 


HEW/OE:  Community  Education  Advisory  Council, 

7-22  thru  7-24-76 .  27860 

Interior/BR:  Colorado  River  Basin  SaRnity  Control, 

7-22-76  .  27854 

Justice/LEAA:  National  Institute  of  Law  Enforcement 

and  Criminal  Justice,  7-22-76  .  27854 

Labor/OSHA;  Federal  Advisory  Council  on  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health,  7-21-76 .  27881 

National  Advisory  Committee  on  Occupational  and 

Health,  7-22-76 .  27881 

National  Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities: 
Architecture  &  Environmental  Arts  Advisory  Panel, 

7-27  and  7-28-76 .  27877 

USDA:  Citizens  Advisory  Committee  on  Civil  Rights, 

7-27  and  7-28-76 . 27855 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS— 

HEW/FDA:  Toxicology  Advisory  Committee,  7-12  and 

7-13-76  .  27857 


PART  II: 

RECOMBINANT  DNA  MOLECULES 

HEW/NIH  issues  guidelines  that  will  govern  the  conduct 
of  research . . .  27901 

PART  Ul: 

OFFICE  OF  DRUG  ABUSE  POUCY 

0MB  proposes  rescission  of  appropriation  for  establish¬ 
ment  ....^ . . . . .  27945 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


Rules 

Almonds  grown  In  Calif _  27827 

Proposed  Rules 
Milk  marketiiig  orders: 

Oregon-Washlngton _  27844 

Nectarines  grown  In  Calif _  27844 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Farmers  Home  Ad¬ 
ministration;  Forest  Service; 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Admin¬ 
istration. 

Rules 

Authority  delegations  by  Secretary 
and  General  OfRcera: 


Department  Counselor _  27827 

Notices  ■ 

Meetings: 

Citizens  Advisory  Committee  on 
Civil  Rights . .  27855 

ARMY  DEPARTMENT 


Notices 

Meeting: 

Ad  Hoc  Study  Team  am  Influ¬ 
enza  of  the  Armed  Forces  Epl-  _ 
demlologlcal  Board _  27854 

aVlL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Rules 

Accounts  and  reports  for  certifi¬ 
cated  air  carriers;  nnlfonn 
system: 

Accounting  provision;  updating; 
correction _  27827 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

McGregor,  Swire  Air  Services, 

Ltd _ _ _ _  27862 

Investigation  of  local  service 
class  subsidy  rate;  class  rate 
Vin  . .  27862 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Mississippi  Advisory  Committee.  27862 
North  Carolina  Advtaory  Com¬ 


mittee  _  27863 

Pennsylvania/Delaware  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee _  27863 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Economic  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration;  National  Bureau 
of  Standards;  National  Oceanic 
and  Atmospheric  Administra¬ 
tion;  Patent  and  Trademark 
OfiBce. 

COMPTROLLER  OF  THE  CURRENCY 

Notices 

Suspension  of  trading: 

Mercantile  National  Bank _  27854 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Proposed  Rulaa 

Architectural  glazing  materials; 
safety  standards;  extension  of 
time  for  issuance _  27852 


CUSTOMS  SERVICE 
Rules 

Antidumping: 

Water  circulating  pianps,  wet 
motor  type,  from  United  King¬ 
dom  _  27843 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
5ee  Army  Department. 

ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National  Public  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Regional  Economic 
Development _  27855 

EDUCATION  OFFICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Community  Educatkm  Advisory 

Council _  27860 

National  Direct  Student  Loan, 
College  Work-Study  and  Sup¬ 
plemental  Educational  Oppor¬ 
tunity  Grant  Programs;  publi¬ 
cation  of  lists  of  need  analysis 
systems _  27861 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 

DEVELOPMENT  AOMNNSTRATION 

Notices 

Environmental  statements; 

Light  water  breeder  rcaetw  pro- 

_ _ _  * 


gram  _  27866 

Meetings: 

Lignite  Advisory  Committee. ...  27866 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  131 — ^WEDNESDAY,  JULY  7,  1976  ill 


CONTENTS 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 


Rules 

Electric  utilities: 

Fixed  rate  contract  provisions 
in  initial  and  superseding  rate 
schedules _  27829 

General  policy  and  interpreta¬ 
tions: 

Special  relief  from  established 
producer  ceiling  rates -  27828 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Algonquin  Gas  Transmission 

Co.,  et  al _  27877 

Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp.  27873 
East  Tennessee  Natui^  Gas  Co.  27873 

El  Paso  Alaska  Co _  27874 

Lawrenceburg  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corp _  27874 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line 

Co _ 27874 

Midwestern  Gas  Transmission 

Co _  27875 

Mississippi  River  Transmission 

Corp  _  27875 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co _  27875 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co _  27876 

West  Texas  Utilities  Co.  (4  doc¬ 
uments)  _  27876,  27877 


Rules 

Procurement : 

Architect/Engineer  Services _  27834 

HEALTH  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Section  1110  of  Social  Security 
Act,  rural  health  research  and 
demonstration  projects;  delega- 
ti(m  of  authority _  27857 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Disaster  Assist¬ 
ance  Administration. 

Rules 

Low  income  housing: 

FHA  acquisition  of  HUD-owned 
properties  and  properties  with 
HUD-insured  and  HUD-held 
mortgages;  interim  rule; 
correction  _  27831 

Notices 

Fair  housing;  delegations  of  au¬ 
thority: 

Boston  Regional  Office  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  27861,  27862 

San  Francisco  Regional  Office..  27862 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 


Rules 

Air  quality  implementation  plan: 

New  Jersey _  27833 

Notices 

Air  quality  implementation  plans: 

Idaho  and  Oregon _  27864 


FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Community  program  loans  and 
grants: 

Assoc  iation-type  loans;  servicing 
and  requirements _  27851 

FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
REGIONAL  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 

Notices 

Meetings ; 

Federal  Advisory  Council  on  Re¬ 
gional  EtxHuxnlc  Devdop- 
ment _  27866 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Organization,  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure: 

Adjudicatory  re-regulatloa  pro¬ 
posals;  correction _  27837 

FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 


Disaster  areas : 

New  York . 27861 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Cases  filed  with  the  Office  of  Ex¬ 
ceptions  and  Appeals -  27867 

Intuition  to  issue  construction 
orders  to  certain  powerplants  in 

early  planning  process _  27869 

Meetings: 

Executive  Subcommittee  of  the 
Transportation  Advisory 
Committee _  27871 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 


Proposed  Rules 

Savings  and  loan  associations: 

Pension  plans  and  service  cor¬ 
porations  _  27852 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

First  Savings  and  Loan  Associa¬ 
tion  _  27872 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Notices 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

David  C.  Nolan. .  27873 

Farrell  Lines,  Inc.,  et  aL  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  27872 

Thalland/Paciflc  Freledit  Con¬ 
ference;  correction -  27872 

Freight  forwarder  licenses: 

Quick  Forwarding  Services,  et 
al . : _  27873 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Prohibited  trade  practices: 

Boverman  Fabrics,  Inc.,  et  al _  27827 

Warranties: 

Informal  dispute  settl^ent 
procedures;  effective  date 
postponement  for  sale  of  new 
h(xnes _  27828 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Himting: 

Oiu*ay  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

Utah .  27844 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Food  additives; 

Chlorine;  request  for  com¬ 
mits  _  27856 

Meetings: 

Toxicology  Advisory  Committee; 
cancellation  _  27857 


FOREST  SERVICE 
Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

White  Mountain  Nati<mal  For¬ 
est,  Evans  Notch  Unit  Plan, 


Maine _  27855 

GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
Notices 

Regulatory  reports  review;  pro¬ 
posals,  ai>provals _ _  27867 


HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  Office:  Food 
and  Drug  AdministratloD; 
Health  Sa:Tice6  Adminlstra- 
ti(xi;  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Import  investigations : 

Hollow  or  cored  ceramic  brick 
and  tile _  27877 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 

Land  Management  Bureau; 
Reclamation  Bureau. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Rules 


Commcm  carriers: 

Special  or  chartered  party  serv¬ 
ice  . - .  27837 

National  Environmental  Policy 
Act: 

Implementation  guidelines;  re¬ 
gion  _  27838 

Notices 

Car  service  exemptions,  manda¬ 
tory  (2  documents) _  27882 

Hearing  assignments -  27882 

Motor  carriers: 

Temporary  authority  appllca- 
ti(ms  _  27882 


JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration. 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Administration. 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 
Rules 

Public  Land  Orders: 

Oregon  (2  documents) ...  27836,  27837 

Notices 

Applications,  etc.:  v 
Alaska  _ _ _  27854 


iv 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  1 31— WEDNESDAY,  JULY  7,  1976 


CONTENTS 


LAW  ENFORCEMENT  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION  • 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National  Institute  of  Law  En¬ 
forcement  and  Criminal 
Justice  _  27864 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 

Rules 

Freedom  of  information: 

E^losure  or  production  proce¬ 
dures:  correction -  27837 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 

Notices 

Hearings: 

U.S.  reserves  of  oil  and  natural 


gas  _  27878 

Office  of  Drug  Abuse  Policy,  pro- 
po^  rescission - 27945 

MONETARY  OFFICES 
Rules 

Currency  and  foreign  transaction: 


financial  recordkeeping  and 
reporting: 

Monetary  instruments;  defini¬ 
tion  change _  27831 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Japan  Engineering  Development 
Co.;  intent  to  grant  foreign 
exclusive  patent  license _  27867 

NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards  Coordinating  and 
Advisory  Committee _  27856 

NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  THE  HUMANITIES 


NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 
Notices 


Meetings: 

Board  of  Scientific  Counselors. 

NINCDS  . 27857 

Cancer  Control  Cwnmunity  Ac¬ 
tivities  Review  Committee _  27857 

Cancer  Control  Invention  Pro¬ 
grams  Review  Committee -  27857 

Clinical  Trials  Review  Commit¬ 
tee  . - . . . .  27858 

Committee  on  Cancer  Immimo- 

therapy  _  27858 

Enzyme  Linked  Immuno  Spe¬ 
cific  Assay  for  Infectious 

Agents  _  27858 

Maternal  and  Child  Health  Re¬ 
search  Committee _  27858 

Mental  Retardation  Research 

Committee  _  27859 

National  Cancer  Advisory 
Board  Subcommittee  on  Cen¬ 
ters  and  Construction _  27859 

National  Cancer  Institute _  27859 

National  Heart  and  Lung  Ad¬ 
visory  Council _  27859 

NIH  Public  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tees  _  27860 

Research  grant  applications; 

National  Cancer  Institute _  27860 

Workshop  for  Low  Incidence 

Populations _  27860 

Recombinant  DNA  research: 
guidelines  _  27901 


NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Fisheries  aid : 

Fees;  correction. . .  27843 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 


PACKERS  AND  STOCKYARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Posting  and  deposting  of  stock- 
yards: 

Overland  Stockyards,  Hanford, 

Calif.,  et  al_ .  27855 

PATENT  AND  TRADEMARK  OFFICE 
Rules 

Patent  cases: 

Interference  practice;  revision. _  27832 

PRIVACY  PROTECTION  STUDY 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Public  hearings _  27878 

RECLAMATION  BUREAU 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Colorado  River  Basin  Salinity 
Control  Advisory  Council _  27854 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Notices 


Hearings,  etc.: 

American  Airlines,  Inc -  27879 

Diversified  Indmtries,  Inc _  27880 

Equity  Funding  Corp _  27880 

Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc..  27880 
New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  27881 
Philadelphia  Stock  Exchange, 

Inc . . - .  27881 


TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS  IMPLEMENTATION 


COMMITTEE 

Notices 

Cotton  textiles: 

Korea _ _ _  27863 

Man-made  textiles: 

Colombia,  et  al _  27863 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Architecture  and  Environmen¬ 
tal  Arts  Advisory  Panel _  27877 


Meetings : 

Federal  Advisory  Council  on 
Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  (2  documentsi _  27881 


TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Comptroller  of  the  Ctirrency; 
Customs  Service;  Monetary  Of¬ 
fice. 


‘THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER— WHAT  IT 
IS  AND  HOW  TO  USE  IT” 

Weekly  Briefings  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register 

(For  Details,  JSee  41. FR  22997,  June  8,  1976) 
RESERVATIONS:  BILL  SHORT,  523-5282 


\ 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  131— WEDNESDAY,  JULY  7,  1976 


V 


list  of  cfr  ports  affected  in  this  issue 


The  following  numerical  guide  it  a  Hat  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affectec^by  documents  published  in  today's 
issue.  A  cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  Cumulative  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected 
by  documents  published  since  the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


3  CFR 

Executive  Orders: 

August  23.  1895  (Revoked  in  part 


by  PLO  5590) . 27836 

7  CFR 

2 _ 27827 

981 _ 27827 

Proposed  Rules: 

916 _ 27844 

1124 . 27844 

1861 _ 27851 

12  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

563 . - . - . 27852 

570 . 27852 

14  CFR 

241 . 27827 

16  CFR 

13  . 27827 

703 . 27828 


16  CFR — Continued 

Proposed  Rules: 


1201. _  27852 

18  CFR 

2 . 27828 

35- _ 27829 

19  CFR 

153 _ 27843 

24  CFR 

845 _ 27831 

31  CFR 

103 . 27831 

37  CFR 

I— . . . 27832 

40  CFR 

52 _ 27833 


41  CFR 

3-4 _ -.27834 

43  CFR 

Public  Land  Orders: 

5590  _ 27836 

5591  _ 27837 

45  CFR 

1602- . — . ...27837 

47  CFR 

0 . 27837 

1 . 27837 

49  CFR 

1041 . 27837 

1054 . 27837 

1100— . — . 27838 

1108. . . . - . 27838 

50  CFR 

258 . 27843 

Proposed  Rules: 

32 . - .  27844 


/ 


FSIERAI  REGISTEk,  VOL  41«  Na  131— WEDNESDAY,  JULY  7,  1974 


CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED  DURING  JULY 

The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  July. 


3  CFR  , 

ExEcuTivK  Orders:  , 

August  23,  1895  (Revoked  In  part 

by  PLO  5590) .  27836 

Proclamations: 

4446  _  27023 

4447  _  27309 

4448:::::::::::.. . 27707 

Letters: 

July  1,  1976 . 27709,  27711 

4  CFR 

410 .  27311 

5  CFR 

213  27311.  27713 

352_ .  27713 

7  CFR 

2_ .  27827 

271  _  _ - _  27365 

301 .  27371 

719  . - .  27374 

908 .  27076,  27714 

910— _ 27376 

911 .  27375 

917 . 27375 

981 _ 27827 

1134 _  27077 

1425 _  27077 

1427 _  27078 

1464 _ 27080,  27376 

1871 _ _ - . .  27081 

Proposed  Rules: 

271 _ 27388 

916  .  27844 

917  _  27735 

948 _  27386 

958 _ 27386,  27387 

980 _ 27387 

1124 _  27844 

1861 .  27851 

8  CFR 

100 .  27311 

103 .  27312 

214  .  27313 

344 .  27313 

9  CFR 

113 .  27714 

10  CFR 

212„ .  27730 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 .  27085 

50 .  27085 

12  CFR 

265 . - .  27026 

Proposed  Rules: 

563 . 27852 

570 . 27852 

14  CFR 

39 . 27026-27069, 27715-27717 

71 . 27029, 27030, 27718,  27719 


14  CFR — Continued 

241 _ : .  27827 

288- . 27313 

298 .  27314 

73 .  27030 

97 . 27719 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _ 27738 

39 _  27084,  27738 

71 _  27084,  27085,  27739 

191 .  27738 

16  CFR 

13 . - _  27030,  27720,  27827 

703 .  27828 

Proposed  Rules: 

3 . 27744 

447 _  27391 

1201 . 27852 

17  CFR 

140 .  27510 

180 . 27520 

Proposed  Rules: 

180 .  27526 

18  CFR 

2 .  27030,  27828 

35 .  27829 

19  CFR 

153 .  27843 

159 .  27031 


20  CFR 
401 . 


27314 


21  CFR 

520 .  27722 

522 . 27033, 27316 

640 _ 27034 

1002 .  27316 

1220 .  27316 

Proposed  Rules: 

440 . l-_.  27082 

452 .  27083 

23  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

750 .  27739 

24  CFR 

845 .  27831 

25  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

41 .  27082 

27  CFR 

72 .  27034 

28  CFR 

45 .  27317 


29  CFR 

40 . 27318 

403 . 27318 

Proposed  Rules: 

1910 .  27744 

V 1928 .  27378 

30  CFR 

250  .  27319 

251  .  27319 

31  CFR 

103.: .  27831 

32  CFR 

286 .  27074 

296  .  27074 

297  _ 27074 

711 .  27319 

32A  CFR 

Ch.  I- .  27722 

33  CFR 

117 . 27035 

127 .  27035,  27036,  27377 

Proposed  Rules: 

206 .  27378 

35  CFR 

253- . 27722 

36  CFR 

7 . 27723 

37  CFR 

1 . 27832 

38  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

3  _ 27391 

4  .  27086 


39  CFR 
244 _ 


27353 


40  CFR 

52 _ _ 1-.  27833 

180 . 27035,  27355-27358 

430 _ 27732 

Proposed  Rules: 

180 _  27741 

430 _ 27741 

41  CFR 

1-1 .  27723 

1-2 . 27725 

1-16 _ 27723 

1-18 _ 27725 

3-4- _ 27834 

Ch.  5A_ .  27037 

43  CFR 

Public  Land  Orders: 

5590  _ _ -  27836 

5591  _ 27837 

Proposed  Rules: 

6220 _ 27380 


FEDERAL  REOISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  U1— WEDNESDAY,  JULY  7,  1976 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


45  CFR 

49  CFR 

27300 

172 . 

1067 

173  _ 

571 _ 

_  27073 

581 . 

27728 

46  CFR 

1033._: . 

1041_ . 

-  27728,  27729 

^837 

531 _ 

536 . 

.  27726 

.  27726 

1054_ . 

1100 . . 

- . 27837 

27838 

1108 _ 

27838 

47  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

571 . 

27740 

n 

_  27837 

1 _  . 

73 _ 

83 . 

91 _ 

Proposed  Rxtlbs: 

73 . . 

_  27837 

_  27361-27364 

_  27365, 27727 

.  27727 

.  27389-27390 

DU  R 

258 . 

_  27843 

Proposed  Rules: 

13 . 

17 . . 

20  _ 

32_ . 

. .  27381 

_  27381,  27735 

. . 27382 

. .  27844 

FEDERAL  REGISTER  PAGES  AND  DATES— JULY 


Pa^e*  Dat* 

27023-27308 . July  1 

273(»-27705 . 3 

27707-27825 _  6 

27827-27951— . —  7 


I 


1 


\ 


viU 


FEDEIAL  REGiSTEt,  VOL.  41,  NO.  131— WEDNESDAY,  JULY  7,  1976 


/ 


reminders 

(The  Items  In  this  list  vere  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  VnMsaaL  Rkcwteb  users.  Inclusion  or  excltislon  from  this  list  has  no  legal  ') 
slgnlflcance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder;  It  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  ot  publication.) 


Rules  Going  into  Effect  Today 


Nor:  There  were  no  items  eligible  for 
inclusion  In  the  list  of  Rules  Going  Into 
XmcT  Today. 


Next  Week’s  Deadlines  for  Comments 
On  Proposed  Rules 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 

Fresh  pears,  plums  and  peaches 
grown  in  Calif.;  label  and  pack  re¬ 
quirements;  comments  by  7-16-76 

26576;  6-26-76 
Fresh  pears,  plums,  and  peaches 
grown  in  Calif.;  comments  by 

7-16-76 .  26923;  6-3D-76 

Fresh  prunes  grown  in  designated 
counties  in  Washington  and  in  Uma¬ 
tilla  County,  Oregon;  handling 
requirements;  comments  by  7- 

14- 76 .  26704;  6-29-76 

Nectarines  grown  in  Caiif.;  comments 

by  7-16-76 .  26923;  6-30-76 

Pears,  plums,  and  peaches  grown  in 
Calif.;  expenses  and  rate  of  as¬ 
sessment;  comments  by  7-16-76. 

25017;  6-22-76 
Sweet  cherries  grown  in  designated 
counties  in  Wash.;  comments  by 

7-16-76 .  26923;  6-30-76 

Standards  for  grades  of  pecans  in  the 
shell;  comments  by  7-15-76. 

22832;  6-7-76 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  inspection 
Service — 

Definitions  and  standards  of  identity 
or  composition  for  oleo  stock  and 
edible  tallow;  comments  by  7- 

15- 76 .  19971;  5-14-76 

Farmers  Home  Administration — 

Private  business  and  community 
water  and  waste  disposal  facilities; 
grants;  comments  by  7-12-76. 

23718;  6-11-76 
Real  property  insurance;  proposed 
revisions;  comments  by  7-12-76. 

23410;  6-10-76 
Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation — 
Grapes;  federal  crop  insurance; 
comments  by  7-16-76. 

24385;  6-16-76 

Rural  Electrification  Administration — 
Rural  telephone  program;  purchase  of 
used  central  office  equipment; 
comments  by  7-15-76....  24137; 

6-15-76 

ARCHITECTURAL  AND  TRANSPORTATION 
BARRIERS  COMPLIANCE  BOARD 
Practice  and  procedures  for  compliance 
hearings;  comments  by  7-12-76. 

23598;  6-10-76 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Mail;  transportation;  comments  by 
7-14-76 .  23978;  6-14-76 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

National  Bureau  of  Standards — 
Energy- related  inventions,  procedures 
for  evaluating;  comments  by 

7-16-76 .  24391;  6-16-76 

National  Oceanographic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration — 

Depleted  species  of  marine  mammals, 
proposed  designation;  comments 

by  7-16-76 .  24393;  6-16-76 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
Air  Force  Department — 

Civil  Air  Patrol;  Cadet  program;  com¬ 
ments  by  7-14-76 .  23971; 

6-14-76 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Energy-related  authority;  compliance 
date  extension;  Kansas;  comments  by 

7_14_76 .  23980;  6-14-76 

Water  program;  toxic  pollutant  effluent 
standards;  comments  by  7-12-76. 

23576;  6-10-76 
FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Equipment  authorization;  single  system 
of  Identification;  comments  by  7- 

12-76 .  24719;  6-18-76 

FM  broadcast  stations;  table  of  assign- 
'  ments,  Ind.;  comments  by  7-15-76. 

24186;  6-15-76 
FM  table  of  assignments;  Oologah  Okla.; 
comments  by  7-12-76  _  23209; 

6-0-76 

Frequency  assignments;  Group  K  chan- 
n^s,  and  certain  Group  C  and  0 
channels;  reply  comments  by  7- 

12-76 .  22096;  6-1-76 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
Practice  and  procedure  amendments; 
extension  of  time;  comments  by 

7-16-76 .  24724;  6-18-76 

FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

Over-the-counter  antacids;  advertising; 
comments  by  7-12-76 .  24724; 

6-18-76 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 

AmpMcillin  and  sterile  sodium  ampicil- 
lln;  comments  by  7-12-76. 

19348;  5-12-76 
Enforcement  policy,  practices  and  pro¬ 
cedures,  recall  policy  and  pro¬ 
cedures;  comments  by  7-16-76. 

26923;  6-30-76 
Gramicidin  and  tyrothricin  potency 
assay;  comments  7-12-76. 

19348;  5-12-76 
Peptide  antibiotic  dri^s;  comments 

by  7-12-76 .  19349;  5-12-76 

Vancomycin  hydrochloride;  revision 
of  standard;  comments  by  7- 

12-76  . .  19347;  5-12-76 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Accounts,  reports  and  records  "of  rail¬ 
road  companies;  branch  line  account¬ 
ing  system;  comments  by  7-15-76. 

23172;  6-8-76 


JUSTICE  OEmunHENT 

Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service — 

Coral  Bay,  SL  John,  V.I.:  closing  of 
port  of  entry;  comments  by 

7-12-76 _  23718;  6-11-76 

Parole  Board — 

Parole  of  prisoners,  youth  offenders 
and  juvenile  delinquents;  com¬ 
ments  by  7-14-76 .  19341; 

5-12-76 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration — 

Safety  standards;  Maryland  plan  sup¬ 
plement;  comments  by  7-15-76. 

24154;  6-15-76 
Safety  standards;  North  Carolina  plan 
supplement;  comments  by  7- 
15-76 .  24154;  6-15-76 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 

Attorney  hiring;  comments  by  7-12-76. 

23730;  6-11-76 
Criminal  convictions;  actions  challeng¬ 
ing;  restrictions;  comments  by  7- 

12-76 . 23730;  6-11-76 

Criminal  proceedings;  assistatKe;  re¬ 
strictions;  comments  by  7—12—76. 

23729;  6-11-76 
Juveniles;  assistance;  restrictions;  com¬ 
ments  by  7-12-76..  23729;  6-11-76 
Legal  support  for  financially  unable; 
eligibility;  comments  by  7—12—76. 

23728;  6-11-76 

MANAGEMENT  AND  BUDGET  OFFICE 
Public  information;  implementation  of 
procedures;  comments  by  7-16-76. 

24610;  6-17-76 

PANAMA  CANAL  COMPANY 

Tolls  for  use  of  the  Panama  Canal; 
comments  by  7-16-76 .  19981; 

5- 14-76 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Investment  advisers;  general  require¬ 
ments  for  papers  and  applications; 

comments  by  7-15-76 .  22101; 

6-1-76 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Business  loan  policy;  "media”  policy; 
clarification;  comments  by  7-12-76. 

'23731;  6-11-76 
TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 
Federal  Highway  Administration — 
Airworthiness  directives;  Dowty  Rotol 
profiellers;  comments  by  7-12-76. 

23420;  6-10-76 
VOR  Airway;  Hibbing,  Minn,  and 
Intamatioriai  Falls,  Minn.;  com¬ 
ments  by  7-12-76 .  23421; 

6- 10-76 

Federal  Highway  Administration — 
Exemption  from  loading  standards  for 
tires;  comments  by  7-17-76. 

24608;  6-17-76 
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TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms 
Bureau — 

Distilled  spirits;  bottles  per  shipping 
case;  comments  by  7-14-76. 

23971;  6-14-76 


Next  Week’s  Public  Hearings 


Note:  There  were  no  Items  eligible  for 
Inclusion  In  the  list  of  Next  Week’s  Public 
Hearings. 


Next  Week's  Meetings 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
State-Federal  Water  Programs  Advisory 
Committee,  Washington,  D.C.  <open), 

7-14-76 .  26746;  6-29-76 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Consumer  Affairs/ Special  Impact  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  Dallas,  Tx.  (open), 
7-15-76 . .  26954;  6-30-76 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Advisory 
Council,  Washington,  D.C.  (open), 
7-12  thru  7-14-76. 

24934;  6-21-76 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service — 
Flue-Cured  Tobacco  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  Raleigh,  N.C.  (open),  7- 

12-76 .  26591;  6-28-76 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 

Kentucky  Advisory  Committee,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.  (open),  7-15-76. 

24212;  6-15-76 
Maryland  Advisory  Committee,  Luther¬ 
ville,  Md.  (open),  7-12-76.  ^ 

24212;  6-15-76 
New  Jersey  Advisory  Committee,  New 
Brunswick,  N.J.  (open),  7-14-76. 

24212;  6-15-76 
North  Dakota  Advisory  Committee, 
Fargo,  N.P.  (open),  7-16-76. 

26605;  6-28-76 
South  Dakota  Advisory  Committee, 
Rapid  City,  S.D.  (open),  7-12-76. 

26605;  6-28-76 
Tennessee  Advisory  Committee,  Mem¬ 
phis,  Ten.  (open),  7-16-76. 

25047;  6-22-76 
Texas  Advisory  Committee,  Austin,  Tx. 
(open),  7-17-76 ...  26606;  6-28-76 
CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council,  Wash., 

D.C.  (closed),  7-13-76 .  25047; 

6-22-76 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration — 

Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee;  Washington,  D.C.  (par¬ 
tially  closed),  7-15-76....  21211; 

5- 24-76 

Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee;  Washington,  D.C.  (par¬ 
tially  closed),  7-16-76....  21211; 
_  5-24-76 

National  Industrial  Energy  Council, 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  7-14—76. 

24440;  6-16-76 
President’s  Export  Council,  Wash., 
D.C.  (open),  7-13-76 .  25919; 

6- 23-76 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
Industrial  Readiness  Plans  and 
Programs,  Arlington,  Va.  (closed), 

7-13  and  7-14-76 .  26235; 

6-25-76 


FEDERAL  PREVAILING  RATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  7—15—76. 

24219;  6-15-76 

GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 
Regional  Public  Advisory  Panel  on  Archi¬ 
tectural  and  Engineering  Services, 

New  York,  N.Y.  (closed),  7-15-76. 

25942;  6-23-76 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

Education  Office — 

Ethnic  Heritage  Studies  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council,  Detroit,  Mich., 

7-14-76 .  23745;  6-11-76 

Food  and  Drug  Administration — 
Anesthesiology  Devices  Review  Panel, 
Wash.,  D.C.  (open),  7-15  and 

7-16-76  24745;  6-18-76 

Ear,  Nose,  and  Throat  Devices  Review 
Panel,  Wash.,  D.C.  (open),  7- 

13-76 .  24745;  6-18-76 

General  Hospital  and  Personal  Use 
Devices  Review  Panel,  Wash.,  D.C. 
(open),  7-12  and  7—13—76. 

24745;  6-18-76 
Laser  Radiation  and  Biological  Effects, 
Rockville,  Md.  (open),  7—13—76. 

22117;  6-1-76 
Obstetrical  and  Gynecological  De¬ 
vices  Review  Panel,  Wash.,  D.C. 
(open),  7-12  and  7-13-76. 

24745;  6-18-76 
Obstetrics  and  Gynecology  Advisory 
Committee,  Rockville,  Md.  (open 
and  closed),  7-15  and  7-16-76. 

24745;  6-18-76 
Toxicology  Advisory  Committee,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md.  (open),  7-12  and  7- 

13-76  .  ....  24745;  6-18-76 

National  Institutes  of  Health — 

Clinical  Applications  and  Prevention 
Advisory  Committee,  Bethesda, 
Md.,  7-12-76  ...  23743;  6-11-76 
Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Board  of  Advisors  to  the  Fund  for  the 
Improvement  of  Postsecondary 
Education,  West  Greenwich,  R.l. 
(open),  7-1 1  through  7-13-76. 

23449;  6-10-76 
National  Professional  Standards  Re¬ 
view  Council,  Washington,  D.C. 
*  (open),  7-12  and  7-13-76. 

24622;  6-17-76 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Bureau  of  Land  Management — 

Alaska  State  Multiple  Use  Advisory 
Board;  Tok  and  Eagle,  Alaska 
(open),  7-15  through  7-18-76. 

20717;  5-20-76 
California  State  Advisory  Board  Ad 
Hoc  Committee  on  Off-Road  Ve¬ 
hicles,  Sacramento,  Calif,  (open), 

7-12-76 .  26236;  7-25-76 

Riverside  District  Multiple  Use  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  Ad  Hoc  Committee 
on  Rechartering,  Riverside,  Calif, 
(open),  7-15-76 .  26038; 

6-24-76 

National  Park  Service — 

Advisory  Board  on  National  Parks, 
Historic  Sites,  Buildings,  and 
Monuments,  New  York,  N.Y.  (open 
with  restrictions),  7-15  and 

7-29-76 . 26726;  6-29-76 

Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Canal  National 
Historical  Park  Commission,  Harp¬ 
ers  Ferry,  W.  Va.  (open),  7-17-76. 

25918;  6-23-76 
National  Capital  Advisory  Committee, 
Washington,  D.C.  (open),  7-12-76. 

24742;  6-18-76 
Southwest  Regional  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.  (open), 
7-15  and  7-16-76  .  24742; 

6-1 8-76 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Dickey/Lincoln  School  Transmission- 
EIS  Project,  various  locations  in 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  and  Ver¬ 
mont,  7-14  through  7-16  and 
7-19  through  7-21-76. 

23987;  6-14-76 
Economic  Conditions  Task  Group, 
Committee  on  Enhanced  Recovery 
Techniques,  Denver,  Colo,  (open), 
7-15  and  7-16-76  .  26236; 

6-25-76 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration — 

Guards  and  Investigators  Committee 
of  LEAA’s  Private  Security  Advisory 
Council,  Boston,  Mass,  (open), 
7-15  and  7-16-76  .,  ..  26589; 

6-28-76 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration — 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Committee,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  7-16-76.  ..  23808; 

6-11-76 

Wage  and  Hour  Division — 

Advisory  Committee  on  Sheltered 
Workshops,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  7-14-76 .  26773; 

6-29-76 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Research  and  Technology  Advisory 
Council,  Wash.,  D.C.  (open),  7-15 
and  7-16-76 .  25054;  6-22-76 
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NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE  ARTS 
AND  THE  HUMANITIES 
Federal  Graphics  Evaluation  Advisory 
Panel.  Washington,  D.C.  <open  with 
restrictions)  7-16-75 .  27135; 

7-1-76 

Federai-State  Partnership  Advisory 
Panel;  Columbus,  Ohio  (open  and 
closed).  7-14-76..  24468;  6-16-76 
Music  Advisory  Panel,  Bennington,  Vt. 
(partially  open),  7-17  thru  7-19-76. 

24950;  6-21-76 
Public  Media  Advisory  Panei,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (closed),  7-16-76. 

24951;  6-21-76 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
Advisory  Committee  for  Science  Educa¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  (open),  7-15 

end  7-16-76 .  26280;  6-25-76 

Advisory  Panel  for  Genetic  Biology, 
Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  7-12 
through  7-14-76....  26280;  ^25-76 
Advisory  Panel  for  Molecular  Biology, 
Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  7-12  and 

7-13-76 .  26280;  6-25-76 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION 
Estimating  Aquatic  Dispersion  of  Efflu¬ 
ents  from  Accidental  and  Routine 
Reactor  Reieases  for  Purpose  of  Im¬ 
plementing  Appendix  I,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  7-14-76 .  24638; 

6-17-76 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 
Hartford  District  Advisory  Council, 
Hartford,  Connecticut  (open),  7— 

15-76 .  26764;  6-29-76 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

Advisory  Committee  for  U.S.  Par¬ 
ticipation  in  U.N.  Conference  on 
Human  Settlement,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  7-13-76 .  26589; 

6-28-76 

Study  Group  6  of  the  U.S.  National 
Committee  for  the  International 
Radio  Consultative  Committee 
(CCIR),  Boulder,  Colo,  (open), 
7-14-76 .  26235;  6-25-76 


TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 
Coast  Guard — 

National  Offshore  Operations  Industry 
Advisory  Committee,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open),  7-13  and  7-14—76. 

24622;  6-17-76 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration — 

National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Ad¬ 
visory  Counsei,  Washington,  D.C. 
(open),  7-15-76 .  24623; 

6-17-76 

National  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Ad¬ 
visory  Council,  Wash.,  D.C.  (open), 
7-12  thru  7-14-76 .  26062; 

6-24-76 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

Veterans  Administration  Wage  Commit¬ 
tee,  Washington,  D.C.  (closed),  7- 

15-76 .  21532;  5-26-76 

Station  Committee  on  Educational  Al¬ 
lowances;  White  River  Junction,  Vt 
(open),  7-15-76....  24469;  6-16-76 


List  of  Public  Laws 


This  Is  s  continuing  numerical  listing  of 
public  bills  which  have  become  law,  together 
with  the  law  niunber,  the  title,  the  date  of 
approval,  and  the  UJ3.  Statutes  citation.  The 
list  Is  kept  current  In  the  Fedzrai.  Rioisna 
and  copies  of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from 
the  n.S.  Government  Printing  Office. 

H.R.  10051 . Pub.  Law  94-331 

To  amend  section  815  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  to  allow  a  life  insurance 
company  to  disregard  (for  purposes  of 
that  section)  a  distribution  during  the 
last  month  of  its  taxable  year,  deter¬ 
mined  to  have  been  made  out  of  the 
policyholders  surplus  account,  if  such 
distribution  is  returned  to  the  company 
not  later  than  the  due  date  for  filing  its 
income  tax  return  (including  extensions 
thereof)  for  that  year,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

(Jun.  30, 1976;  90  Stat.  781) 


H.R.  12203 . Pubrtaw  94-330 

Foreign  Assistance  and  Related  Pro¬ 
grams  Appropriations  Act,  1976,  and  the 
period  ending  September  30, 1976”. 
(Jun.  30,  1976;  90  Stat.  770) 

H.R.  13680  ...  .  Pub.  Law  94-329 

International  Security  Assistance  and 
Arms  Export  Control  Act  of  1976 
(Jun.  30,  1976;  90  Stat  729) 

H  J.  Res.  726 . Pub.  Law  94-322 

Joint  resolution  to  authorize  and  re¬ 
quest  the  President  to  establish  a  "Na¬ 
tional  Bicentennial  Highway  Safety 
Year” 

(Jun.  30,  1976;  90  Stat.  715) 

S.  2529 . .  Pub.  Law  94-324 

Veterans  Housing  Amendments  of  1976. 
(Jun.  30, 1976;  90  Stat.  720) 

S.  3122 .  Pub.  Law  94-325 

An  act  to  extend  the  authorization  for 
appropriations  to  carry  out  the  En¬ 
dangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Jun.  30,  1976;  90  Stat.  724) 

S.  3147  .  Pub.  Law  94-326 

An  act  to  extend  the  Marine  Protection, 
Research,  and  Sanctuaries  Act  for  two 
years 

(Jun.  30,  1976;  90  Stat.  725) 

S.  3475 .  Pub.  Law  94-327 

An  act  relating  to  the  display  of  certain 
historical  documents  within  the  United 
States  Capitol  Building  during  the  calen¬ 
dar  year  1976 

(Jun.  30,  1976;  90  Stat.  726) 

S.  98 . .  Pub.  Law  94-323 

An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  establish  the  Klondike  Gold 
Rush  National  Historical  Park  in  the 
States  of  Alaska  and  Washington,  and 
for  other  purposes 
(Jun.  30,  1976;  90  Stat.  717) 

SJ.  Res.  203 .  Pub.  Law  94-328 

Emergency  Technical  Provisions  Act  of 
1976 

(Jun.  30, 1976;  90  Stat.  727) 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  th«  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  SO  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PART  2— DELEGATIONS  OF  AUTHORITY 
BY  THE  SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 
AND  GENERAL  OFFICERS  OF  THE  DE¬ 
PARTMENT 

Department  Counselor 
Part  2,  Subtitle  A  of  Title  7,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  to  repeal 
the  designation  of  the  General  Counsel 
as  the  Department  Counselor  in  view  of 
the  designation  of  the  Assistant  General 
Counsel,  Legislation,  Litigation,  Re¬ 
search  and  Operations  as  Department 
Coimselor  which  appears  in  7  CPR 
0.735-3  (41  PR  24107) . 

§  2.31  [Amended] 

Section  2.31  is  amended  by  revoking 
paragraph  (p). 

Dated:  June  30, 1976. 

Earl  L.  Butz, 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

I Fn  Doc .76-19510  Filed  7-6-76; 8: 46  am) 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS.  VEGE¬ 
TABLES.  NUTS).  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Docket  No.  AO-214-A5] 

PART  981— ALMONDS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA 

Order  Amending  Order;  Findings  and 
Determinations 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-18917,  appearing'at  page 
26852  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  June 
30, 1976,  the  following  coirections  should 
be  made: 

1.  On  page  26853  in  the  third  column, 
in  the  table  in  §  981.62(a) ,  in  the  column 
under  the  heading  “Varieties”,  the  eighth 
entry  which  now  reads  “Eureka”  should 
read  “Eureka”. 

2.  On  page  26854  in  the  first  column, 
In  the  table  in  S  981.62(a) ,  in  the  column 
under  the  heading  “Varieties”,  the  sec¬ 
ond  entry  which  now  reads  “Sultana” 
should  read  “Sultana”. 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

[Regulation  ER-948;  Amendment  No.  20] 

PART  241— UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF  AC¬ 
COUNTS  AND  REPORTS  FOR  CERTIFI¬ 
CATED  AIR  CARRIERS 
Updating  the  Accounting  Provisions; 
Correction 

The  adopted  date  of  this  Regulation 
should  appear  as  March  19,  1976  rather 
thsm  March  9.  1976  as  it  appeared  In 


the  Federal  Register  at  page  12286  on 
March  25,  1976. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Acting  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.76-19637  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  amj 

Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  9036] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Boverman  Fabrics,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Corrective  actions  and/or 
requirements:  §  13.533  Corrective  ac¬ 
tions  and/'or  requirements;  13.533-20 
Disclosures.  Subpart — Invoicing  products 
falsely:  §  13.1108  Invoicing  products 
falsely;  13.1106-90  Wool  Products  La¬ 
beling  Act.  Subpart — Misbranding  or 
mislabeling;  §  13.1185  Composition; 
13.1185-90  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act; 
§  13.1200  Content;  §  13.1212  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements; 
13.1212-90  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Misrepresenting  oneself  and 
goods — Goods:  §  13.1590  Composition; 
13.1590-90  Wool  Products  Lsdieling  Act; 
§  13.1605  Content;  §  13.1623  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements; 
13.1623-90  Wool  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively,  to  make  material  disclosure: 

§  13.1845  Composition;  13.1845-80 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1850 
Content;  §  13.1852  Formal  regulatory 
and  statutory  requirements;  13.1852-80 
Wool  Products  Labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  16  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  Secs. 
2-5,  64  Stat.  1128-1130;  16  U.S.C.  45.  68.) 

In  the  matter  of  Boverman  Fabrics.  Inc., 
a  corporation,  and  Milton  Bover¬ 
man,  individually  and  as  an  officer 
of  said  corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  a  New  York 
City  importer  and  distributor  of  fabrics, 
among  other  things  to  cease  misrepre¬ 
senting  the  wool  content  of  wool  blend 
fabrics;  and  to  notify  its  customers  that 
the  fabrics  they  have  purchased  were 
misbranded. 

The  Order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows:' 
Order 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Bover¬ 
man  Fabrics,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  its  suc¬ 
cessors  and  assigns,  and  it  officers,  and 


*  Copies  of  the  Complaint,  Decision  and 
Order  filed  with  the  oilglnal  document. 


Milton  Boverman,  individually  and  as  an 
officer  of  said  corporation,  and  respond¬ 
ents’  representatives,  agents,  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  corpora¬ 
tion,  subsidiary,  division,  or  any  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  introduc¬ 
tion,  or  importing  for  introduction,  into 
commerce,  or  the  offering  for  sale,  sale, 
transportation,  distribution,  delivery  for 
shipment  or  shipment,  in  commerce,  of 
wool  products,  as  “commerce”  and  “wool 
product”  are  defined  in  the  Wool  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  of  1939,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from  misbranding  such 
products  by: 

1.  Falsely  and  deceptively  stamping, 
tagging,  labeling,  or  otherwise  identifying 
such  products. 

2.  Failing  to  securely  affix  to  or  place 
on,  each  such  product  a  stamp,  tag,  label, 
or  other  means  of  identification  showing 
in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner  each 
element  of  InfOTmatlon  required  to  be 
disclosed  by  section  4(a)  (2)  of  the  Wool 
Products  Labeling  Act  of  1939. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondents 
Boverman  Fabrics,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  its 
successors  and  assigns,  and  Its  officers 
and  Milton  Boverman,  individually  and 
as  an  officer  of  said  corporation,  and 
respondents’  representatives,  agents,  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  importing,  advertising,  offering  for 
sale,  sale  or  distribution  of  fabrics  in  or 
affecting  commerce,  as  "commerce”  is  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Federal  ’Trade  Commission 
Act,  as  amended,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from  misrepresenting  such  prod¬ 
ucts  on  invoices  or  shipping  memoranda 
aw>licable  thereto,  or  in  any  other  man¬ 
ner. 

It  is  further  ordered.  ’That  respondents 
mail  a  copy  of  this  order  by  registered 
mall  to  each  of  their  customers  that  pur¬ 
chased  the  wool  products  which  gave  rise 
to  this  complaint. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  individ¬ 
ual  respondait  named  herein  promptly 
notify  the  Commission  of  each  change  in 
business  or  emplosmient  status,  which  in¬ 
cludes  discontinuance  of  his  present 
business  or  emplc^ment  and  each  affilia¬ 
tion  with  a  new  business  or  employment, 
for  ten  (10)  years  following  the  effective 
date  of  this  order.  Such  notice  shall  in¬ 
clude  respondent’s  current  business  ad¬ 
dress  and  a  description  of  the  business  or 
employment  In  which  he  is  engaged  as 
well  as  a  description  of  his  duties  and 
responsibilities.  ’The  expiration  of  the  no¬ 
tice  provision  of  this  paragraph  shall  not 
affect  any  other  obligations  arising  under 
this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  ’That  the  respond¬ 
ent  corporation  shall  forthwith  distribute 
a  copy  of  this  order  to  each  of  Its  op¬ 
erating  dlvlslmis. 
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It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ents  notify  the  C(xnniission  at  least 
thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed 
chan^  in  the  corporate  respondent  such 
as  dissolution,  assignment,  or  sale  result¬ 
ing  in  the  emergence  of  a  successor  cor¬ 
poration,  the  creation  or  dissolution  of 
subsidiaries  or  any  other  change  in  the 
corporation  which  may  affect  compli¬ 
ance  obligations  arising  out  of  the  order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  "niat  the  respond¬ 
ents  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  dajrs  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the  or¬ 
der  to  cease  and  desist  contained  herein. 

The  decision  and  order  was  issued  by 
the  C(Hnmlssk>n  May  17,  1976. 

CTharles  a.  Tobik, 
Secretary. 

JFR  Doc.76-19446  FUed  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  C — RULES,  RECULATIONS,  STATE- 

MENTSC  AND  INTERPRETATIONS  UNDER  MAO- 

NUSON-MOSS  WARRANTY  ACT 

PART  7(»— INFORMAL  DISPUTE 
SETTLEMENT  PROCEDURES 

Postponement  of  Effective  Date  for 
Sale  of  New  Homes 

By  letter  of  April  28, 1976,  the  National 
Association  of  Home  Builders  (NAHB) 
and  the  Home  Owners  Warranty  Corpo¬ 
ration  (HOW)  requested  a  postponement 
until  January  4.  1977  of  the  effective  date 
of  the  rule  cm  Informal  Dispute  Settle¬ 
ment  Procedures,  16  CFB  Part  703,  40 
FR  60215,  as  it  a4>plies  to  written  war¬ 
ranties  on  consumer  products  offered 
by  sellers  of  new  homes.  The  CXimmlsslon 
considered  the  logistical  problems  set 
forth  by  NAHB  and  HOW  and  deter¬ 
mined  that  granting  the  postponement 
requested  would  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission’s  Rule  on  Informal 
Dispute  Settlement  Procedures  became 
generally  effective  on  July  4, 1976.  How¬ 
ever,  for  written  warranties  on  consumer 
products  offered  with  the  sale  of  new 
homes  for  urhlch  a  contract  of  sale  is 
signed  after  July  4.  1976,  but  before  Jan¬ 
uary  4.  1977,  that  Rule  is  not  appUcaUe. 
CompUance  with  the  requirements  of  ttie 
Rule  will  be  required  for  warranties  on 
consumer  products  offered  by  sellers  of 
new  homes,  contracts  for  the  sale  of 
which  are  entered  into  after  January  4. 
1977. 

Issued  by  direction  (rf  the  Commission 
dated  June  28, 1976. 

James  A.  Tobin, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-19628  FUed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


Tide  18 — Conservation  of  Power,  Water 
Resources 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  POWER 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  B-458;  Order  No.  551] 

PART  2— GENERAL  POLICY  AND  - 
INTERPRETATIONS 

Policy  With  Respect  to  Sales  Where  Re¬ 
duced  Pressures,  Need  for  Recondition¬ 
ing  or  Deeper  Drilling,  or  Other  Factors 
Make  Further  Production  Uneconomical 
at  Existing  Prices 

June  29,  1976. 

Since  the  issuance  of  Order  No.  481  on 
April  12,  1973,  as  amended  in  an  order 
issued  June  8, 1973,  adopting  Section  2.76 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations  *,  the  data  needed  to 
process  petitions  submitted  imder  this 
section  has  become  generally  standard¬ 
ized.  Codification  of  the  data  for  peti¬ 
tions  filed  xmder  Section  2.76  would  be 
of  great  assistance  to  the  producers  In 
the  preparation  of  their  filings  and  would 
exp>edite  the  processing  of  these  applica¬ 
tions  by  the  Staff  and  Commission. 
Therefore,  pursuant  to  this  policy  state¬ 
ment,  we  are  amending  Section  2.76  in 
order  to  facilitate  the  handling  of  such 
filings  by  specifying  hereinafter  the 
data  requisite  for  processing. 

At  the  present  time.  Section  2.76 
merely  provides  the  “[Alpplicants  sliall 
establish  the  ecMiomic  Justification  for 
their  request,  including  information  on 
additional  costs,  the  unit  price  which  if 
applied  to  the  sale  of  additional  reserves 
would  Justify  the  additional  expenditure, 
and  the  amount  of  ga-s  to  be  recovered 
and  sold  in  the  interstate  market” 

As  of  April  30,  1976,  109  petitions  for 
special  relief  have  been  submitted  imder 
Section  2.76.  Of  these,  71  have  been  ap- 
IH'oved,  27  withdrawn  or  dismissed  and  11 
are  pending.  Most  of  these  petitions  have 
contained  Incomplete  information  neces¬ 
sary  to  determine  properly  the  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  proposal  and  one  or  more 
St£^  deficioicy  letters  and  telephone 
calls  have  usually  been  required  before 
all  data  necessary  to  evaluate  the  petition 
has  been  received.  In  many  instances,  the 
Staff  has  also  made  field  checks  to  ver¬ 
ify  the  submitted  data.  Accordingly,  the 
time  required  to  process  these  petitions 
has  been  lengthened  by  the  time  re¬ 
quired  to  obtain  the  necessary  data. 

We  recognize  two  exceptions  to  the 
proposed  policy  that  all  filings  respond 
to  each  of  the  data  items  requested: 

(1)  Where  9)eclfic  data  is  ^ther  un¬ 
available  to  the  petitioner  or  inapplicaUe 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  petition,  the 


» 18  CFR  2.76, 


Petitioner  may  seek  a  waiver  of  that 
data  item  by  providing  specific  Justifica¬ 
tion  for  so  requesting.  In  addition, 
waiver  of  a  particular  item  win  be  con¬ 
sidered  upon  a  showing  by  Petitioner 
that  its  conclusions  can  be  supported 
through  substantial  substitute  evidence. 
Failure  of  Petitioner  to  provide  any  re¬ 
quested  additional  information  within  a 
reasonable  time  would  be  cause  for  dis¬ 
missal  of  the  petltlMi  by  the  Commission. 

(2)  Where  the  petitions  relate  to  minor 
projects  involving  work  on  older  wells, 
involving  such  items  as  additional  com¬ 
pression.  cleaning  out  wells,  replacing 
defective  equipment  and  correcting  salt 
water  problems,  we  believe  it  may  not  be 
necessary  in  each  case  to  examine  de¬ 
tailed,  specific  project  data  in  order  to 
determine  the  Justness  and  reasonable¬ 
ness  of  this  class  of  special  relief  appli¬ 
cation.  Therefore,  where  Petitioner  re¬ 
quests  a  rate  less  than  50^/Mcf,  exclu¬ 
sive  of  production  (H*  severance  taxes,  at 
14.73  psia  which  will  obtain  additional 
revenues  of  less  than  $50,000,  we  shall 
require  a  more  limited  evidentiary  pre¬ 
sentation,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  to  be 
filed  with  applicant’s  petition.  Staff, 
however,  may  request  additional  data  If 
necessary. 

The  Commission  further  finds:  (1) 
Prior  notice  and  opportunity  for  public 
participation  in  this  proceeding  promul¬ 
gating  this  Statement  of  Policy  is  not 
required  either  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  15  U.S.C.  717(a) 
et  seq.,  or  the  proviskw^  of  the  Admin- 
istraUve  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  Sub¬ 
chapter  n,  553.  Moreover,  ccanpliance 
with  the  effective  date  requirements  of  5 
U.S.C.  553(d) ,  is  not  required  since  this 
Statement  of  Policy  does  not  prescribe 
an  added  duty  or  restriction. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  for 
purposes  of  the  administration  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  15  U.S.C.  717(a)  et  seq., 
to  amend  Part  2,  General  Policy  and  In¬ 
terpretations,  Subchapter  A,  Chapter  I, 
Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  by  the  inclusion  of  subsection  (d) 
of  Section  2.76. 

Tlie  Commission,  acting  pursuant  to 
Section  16  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (52 
Stat  830:  15  U.S.C.  S  717o)  orders: 

(A)  Part  2,  General  Policy  and  Inter¬ 
pretations,  Subchi^iter  A.  Chapter  I,  TlUe 
18,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  a  new  subsection  to 
Section  2.76  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.76  Policy  with  respect  to  rates  where 
reduced  pressures  need  for  recondi¬ 
tioning,  deeper  drilling,  or  other  fac¬ 
tors  make  further  production  uneco¬ 
nomical  at  existing  prices. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  The  petition  consisting  of  an  origi¬ 
nal  and  three  copies  filed  under  oath  by 
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signatory  operators  and  signatory  own¬ 
ers  as  provided  in  8  154.91  of  this  chapter 
shall  Include  the  information  and  sup¬ 
porting  documents  set  forth  in  Exhibit  A 
with  the  following  exceptions; 

(1)  Where  the  proposed  additional 
work  will  return  Petitioner  less  than 
$50,000,  in  additional  revenues,  the  pro¬ 
posed  investment  in  the  project  is  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  25%  of  the  estimated  additional 
revenues,  and  the  total  rate  to  be  received 
for  the  sale  of  gas  is  less  than  50^/Mcf, 
exclusive  of  production  or  severance 
taxes,  at  14.73,  Petitioner  need  initially 
file  only  the  information  shown  in  items 
(1)  through  (9)  of  Exhibit  A  with  its 
petitions. 

(2)  Where  Petitioner  is  granted  waiver 
of  particular  information  either  because 
it  is  unavailable  or  is  inapplicable  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  petiUon  or  upon  a 
showing  that  conclusions  can  be  sup¬ 
ported  through  substantial  substitute 
evidence. 

(B)  The  amendment  provided  for 
herein  shall  be  effective  as  of  the  date  of 
Issuance  of  this  order. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  Policy  Statement  to 
be  made  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

PETmoN  FOB  Special  Relief  from  Estab¬ 
lished  Pboducer  Ceiling  Rates  Pursttant 

TO  $  2.76  OF  THE  Commission’s  Rules 

(1)  Name  of  Petitioner. 

(2)  Location  of  principal  place  of  business. 

(3)  Person  responsible  for  petition:  (a) 
Name  and  title,  (b)  Mailing  address,  (c) 
Telephone  number. 

(4)  Description  and  estimated  cost  of  the 
work  being  proposed  and  the  necessity  there¬ 
for,  in  the  petition.  Give  an  estimate  of  th» 
remaining  gas  and  liquid  reserves  expected 
to  be  recovered  along  with  a  schedule  of 
projected  annual  production  for  each.  State 
if  the  additional  gas  is  to  be  obtained  from 
previously  non-productive  formations. 

(6)  Indicate  the  Certificate  Docket  No.  and 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.,  where  applicable, 
under  which  the  sale  is  being  made.  State 
the  contract  date  and  expiration  date  of  the 
gas  sales  contract. 

(6)  Name  and  address  of  purchaser. 

(7)  Location  of  the  facilities  to  be  used  in 
the  project.  Include  state,  county  or  parish 
and  field  and  well  designations. 

(8)  Attach  three  (3)  copies  of  “Notice  of 
Independent  Producer  Rate  Change  Piling”  as 
provided  in  S  154.94(f)  and  (g)  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  and  three  (3)  executed  copies  of  the  docu¬ 
ment  (s)  entered  into  with  the  purchaser 
providing  for  the  payment  of  the  proposed 
rate  where  the  term  of  the  contract  has  not 
expired. 

(0)  List  working  interest  owners  (and  their 
respective  percentages  In  the  project  who  are 
covered  by  the  petition.  Identify  any  interest 
owners  not  covered  by  the  petition.  Give  fuU 
details  where  working  interest  varies  for  in¬ 
vestment,  operating  expenses,  revenues,  etd. 

(10)  Furnish  royalty,  overriding  royalty  or 
other  nonoperating  Interest  percentages  in 
the  properties  associated  with  the  project. 

(11)  List  the  current  net  remaining  (gross 
less  depreciation  reserve)  book  investment 
for  the  most  recent  12  month  period  prior  to 
date  of  application  related  to  the  working 
Interest  owners  who  are  covered  by  the  peti¬ 
tion  and  broken  down  by  major  capital  items 
making  up  the  Investment. 


(12)  Show  dollar  amounts  and  describe  the 
method  or  methods  used  in  computing  de¬ 
pletion  or  depreciation  expenses  for  the  most 
recent  12  month  period.  State  how  and  when 
the  properties  were  acquired. 

(13)  State  the  amount  of  proposed  invest¬ 
ment  in  the  project,  as  described  in  (4) 
above,  and  timing  thereof,  applicable  to  each 
working  Interest  owner  in  the  project. 

(14)  Attach  copies  of  engineering  and  eco¬ 
nomic  studies,  equipment  and  service  bids, 
and  any  other  related  documents  necessary 
to  substantiate  the  proposed  Investment. 

(15)  Provide  an  estimate  of  salvage  value 
for  the  equipment  in  Item  Nos.  12  and  13 
above  at  the  end  of  its  useful  life. 

(16)  Provide  operating  expenses  detailed 
by  cost  Item,  for  the  two  most  recent  12 
month  period  prior  to  date  of  application  for 
100  percent  of  the  working  interest.  Also  pro¬ 
vide  an  estimate  of  futiu-e  operating  expenses 
by  years  for  the  100  percent  working  Interest 
for  the  estimated  life  of  the  properties.  Re¬ 
port  as  separate  items  any  production  (in¬ 
clude  rate)  and  ad  valorem  taxes  claimed. 

(17)  Report  the  revenues,  production  vol¬ 
umes  and  average  unit  Btu  content  for  liq¬ 
uids  sold  and  produced  at  the  lease  level. 
Report  and  describe  miscellaneous  revenues 
received.  Report  these  on  a  net  working  in¬ 
terest  basis  for  the  most  recent  12  month 
period. 

(18)  Bubmit  average  unit  Btu  content  of 
gas  for  sales  at  point  of  price  determination. 
Give  location (s)  of  point  of  delivery  to  pur¬ 
chaser  for  gas  sales. 

(19)  Federal  Income  Taxes — If  you  include 
FedercU  Income  Taxes  as  an  item  of  cost  in 
your  special  relief  application,  provide  a  de¬ 
tailed  computation  of  such  taxes  and  data 
Including  (a)  the  eligibility  or  ineligibility  of 
such  gas  for  percentage  depletion  smd  (b) 
the  iqiplicable  tax  rates  used  in  such  cal¬ 
culations. 

(20)  The  following  is  a  listing  of  data  re¬ 
quired  relative  to  the  determinations  of  re¬ 
serve  and  dellverabillty  of  the  gas  subject 
to  the  petition. 

A.  M(q>  delineating  the  exact  acreage  in 
the  project  area  and  also  showing  the  loca¬ 
tion  of  each  completed,  abandoned  or  pro¬ 
posed  well  and  other  facilities  associated  with 
the  project. 

B.  Copies  of  all  electrical,  acoustical,  radio¬ 
active  or  other  logs  run  on  any  well  on  the 
project  acreage. 

C.  Core  analyses,  conventional  or  sidewall, 
from  any  cores  taken  from  any  well  on  the 
project  acreage. 

D.  Copies  of  all  tests,  including  open  hole 
drill  stem  tests,  wire  line  formation  tests, 
initial  production  tests,  single  or  multiple 
point  back-pressure  tests,  build-up  or  drawn- 
down  tests  and  subsurface  pressure  surveys 
run  on  any  well  drilled  on  the  project 
acreage. 

E.  Tabulated  production  by  year  and 
month,  separately  by  products  Including  oil, 
gas,  condensate  and  water,  for  all  well  com¬ 
pletions  on  the  project  acreage. 

F.  Copies  of  all  well  completion  reports 
filed  with  the  oil  and  gas  regulatory  au¬ 
thority  having  Jurisdiction  for  all  wells 
drilled  on  the  project  acreage. 

G.  Copies  of  analyses  made  on  separator 
or  well  stream  gas  or  separator  liquids  from 
the  project  acreage. 

H.  Tabulation  by  month  and  year  of  any 
plant  liquids  credited  back  to  the  leases  in 
the  project  acreage  frc»n  any  processing 
plant. 

I.  Tabulated  reservoir  parameters  by  res¬ 
ervoir  for  all  reservoirs  that  are  actually  pro¬ 
ducing  or  that  have  been  proved  productive 
by  actual  formation  test  on  the  project 
acreage  cx  that  can  be  reasonably  demon¬ 
strated  to  underlie  the  project  acreage. 

J.  Top  of  structure  miq>s  and  Iscqiach  miqw 
for  all  reservoirs  that  are  actually  productive 


or  that  have  been  proved  productive  by  ac¬ 
tual  formation  tests  on  the  project  acreage 
or  that  can  be  reasonably  demonstrated  to 
underlie  the  project  acreage. 

(21)  If  any  of  the  data  requested  in  (20) 
above  was  filed  in  the  application  for  the 
certificate  authority  to  make  the  subject 
sale  or  is  included  in  the  applicable  FPC  Gas 
Rate  schedule.  Petitioner  may  make  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  files  of  the  Commission  by  de¬ 
lineating  where  such  data  may  be  found. 

(22)  Any  additional  information  or  data 
which  the  applicant  believes  necessary  to 
evaluate  particular  circumstances  related  to 
a  proposed  project  may  also  be  filed. 

(PR  Doc.7fr-19466  Piled  7-6-76;8:45  am) 

[Docket  No.  RM74-1S;  Order  No.  541-A) 

PART  35— FILING  OF  RATE  SCHEDULES 

Fixed  Rate  Contract  Provisions  in  Initial  and 

Superseding  Electric  Rate  Schedules; 

Order  Modi^ng  Rulemaking  and  Deny¬ 
ing  Rehearing 

June  29,  1976. 

On  November  21,  1975,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  its  Order  No.  541  which 
amended  8  35.1  of  its  Regulations  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  18  CFR  35.1,  by 
redesignating  the  existing  subsection  (d) 
as  subsection  (e)  and  by  adding  a  new 
subsection  (d).  This  new  subsection  re¬ 
quired  that,  effective  March  1,  1976,  cer¬ 
tain  rate  schedules  filed  with  the  Ccmi- 
mission  *  must  expressly  indicate  whether 
or  not  service  was  to  be  rendered  under 
a  “fixed  rate  contract”  by  including  one 
of  two  provisions  in  the  tendered  rate 
schedule. 

Applications  for  rehearing  were  filed 
on  Droember  22,  1975,  by  the  American 
Public  Power  Association  (APPA)  and  by 
a  group  of  mimicipalities  and  municipal 
electric  companies  (Cities)  .*  In  our  order 
of  January  20, 1976,  we  granted  rehearing 
to  provide  the  opportunity  for  further 
consideration  of  the  issues  raised  in  the 
respective  a)H>lications.  In  the  same  order 
of  January  20,  we  granted  Intervention 
to  APPA,  to  Cities  and  to  all  persons  who 
had  filed  comments  in  this  pr(x;eeding. 
Upon  consideration  of  the  arguments 
contained  in  the  two  applications  for  re¬ 
hearing,  we  have  concluded  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  Section  35.1  of  the 


I’Tbe  requirements  of  subsection  (d)  ap¬ 
plied  to  rate  schedules  covering  “the  trans- 
ml»ion  or  sale  or  firm  power  for  resale  to 
an  aU-requlrements  customer,  whether  filed 
as  an  Initial  rate  schedule  In  accordance 
with  i  35.12  or  whether  filed  as  a  change  In 
accordance  with  i  35.13  where  such  change 
Is  to  an  existing  rate  schedule  whose  term 
has  expired,  or  where  the  term  Is  to  be  ex¬ 
tended  *  *  *’*.  Rate  schedules  tendered  for 
filing  prior  to  March  1,  1976  and  contracts 
executed  prior  to  March  1,  1976,  were  ex¬ 
pressly  excluded  from  the  requirements  of 
subsection  (d). 

•This  latter  group  Is  compoeed  of  (1)  the 
Massachusetts  Municipal  Wholesale  Electric 
Company,  a  utility  regulated  by  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Massachusetts  and  wholly 
controlled  by  the  mtmlclpal  electric  depart¬ 
ments  and  plants  of  twenty-five  Massachu- 
eette  cities  and  towns;  (2)  the  Electricities  of 
North  Carolina,  an  unincorporated  associa¬ 
tion  whose  membetB  are  representatives  of 
aU  munlcipcdltles  In  North  Carolina  and 
certain  munldpalttles  In  Virginia;  (8)  two 
cities  in  California;  and  (4)  twelve  cities  In 
Florida. 
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Oommlssktt’s  Roles  and  BcsulaUoos,  18 
CFR  S5.1,  prerlooriy  adopted  ta\  Order 
No.  541  should  be  modified  and  that  as 
so  modified  tiiese  amendments  should  be 
adopted. 

B^ore  dLsciyssing  the  arguments  raised 
by  APPA  and  Cities  and  our  response 
thereto,  a  imlatory  comment  is  in  order. 
Both  APPA  (pp.  2-3,  5)  and  Cities  (pp. 
3,  8,  12-13)  have  alleged  that  Uie  C<xn- 
mission^  purpose  in  issuing  Order  No.  541 
was  to  attempt  an  “end  run**  around  ^e 
so-called  Sierra-Mobile  doctrine.  While 
such  an  allegation  may  be  fashionable,  it 
is  Inaccurate.  As  stated  in  oiu*  notice 
issued  in  this  docket  cm  April  22, 1974,  the 
Commission's  purpose  in  instituting  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  was,  in  part,  “to 
avoid  the  imcertainty  and  controversy 
caused  by  ambiguous  contractual  pro- 
viskms  as  to  whether  certain  ccmtracts 
are  in  fact  fixed  rate  contracts  •  • 
(Mlmeo,  p.  1).  While  Cities  have  at  one 
point  in  their  ai^cation  fm:  rehearing 
(pp.  11-13)  attonpted  to  deny  that  this 
“uncertainty  and  controversy’’  exls^  we 
note  that  at  another  point  (p.  3,  note 
“*  *’’)  they  cite  no  fewer  than  six  appel¬ 
late  decisions  to  date,  three  by  the 
Supreme  Court,  which  involved  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  whether  particular  contracts  were 
fixed  rate  contracts.*  It  was  in  an  attempt 
to  rilmlnatr  the  very  confusion  and  con¬ 
troversy  which  leads  to  sueh  cases  that 
we  instituted  the  proceedings  in  this 
docket. 

’The  attack  by  APPA  and  Cities  on 
Order  No.  541  is  two  pronged.  We  are 
told  that  the  order  is  both  Illegal  and  un¬ 
wise.  It  is  allegedly  Illegal  because  it 
would  impair  the  freedom  of  wholesale 
customers  to  contract  few  the  service  they 
receive.  In  making  their  freedom  of  con¬ 
tract  argument  APPA  and  (Titles  cite 
langxiage  from  United  G<u  Pipe  Line  Co. 
V.  MdbOe  Gas  Corp..  350  UB.  332,  338- 
339,  343  (1966) ;  and  dtp  of  Richmond  v. 
FPC,  481  F.  2d  490,  483,  496-497  (D.C. 
Cir.  1973)  to  the  effect  that  under  both 
the  Natural  Oas  Act  and  the  Federal 
Power  Act  relations  between  parties  are 
established  initially  by  contract.  By  re¬ 
quiring  rate  schedules  filed  with  the 
Ccunmission  to  contain  one  of  the  two 
boilerplate  provisions  prescribed  by 
Order  No.  541,  the  Commission  has  al¬ 
legedly  impaired  the  ability  to  contract 
freely  for  Jurlsdictkmal  service. 

The  Mobile  and  dtp  at  Bidimond  cases 
cited  by  AI^A  and  Cities  do  Indeed  state 
that  ^e  rdations  between  whedesale 
customers  and  their  supidlers  are  ini¬ 
tially  set  by  contract.  However,  the 
language  in  those  opinions  clearly  does 
not  preclude  the  Commission  from  re¬ 
quiring  utilities  to  include  in  the  rate 

•In  addition  to  the  cases  cited  by  Cities, 
we  note  that  the  following  cases  also  Involved 
the  issue  of  whether  service  was  being  ren¬ 
dered  iinder  a  fixed  rate  contract:  Gulf  States 
UtOities  Co.  v.  FPC.  818  F.  2d  450  (1975); 
East  Mississippi  Electric  Power  Assn.  v.  FPC 
(umeported  decision  Issued  December  23, 

1975);  Appalachian  Power  Co.  v.  FPC,  - 

F.  2d -  (decided  January  8,  1978);  JTen- 

tnekp  mtmies  Co.  v.  FPC.  - F.  2d - 

(decided  January  8,  1978);  and  Minnesota 
Power  A  Light  Co.  v.  FPC  (unreported  deci¬ 
sion  Issued  January  18,  1978). 


schedtdes  they  file  with  the  Ccmunlasion, 
a  statement  that  the  terms  and  condi- 
tl(«s  under  vdiich  service  is  rendered  are, 
or  are  not,  subject  to  unilateral  change 
by  the  surlier.  Sectlcm  205(c)  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  UJ3.C.  824  d  (c) 
expressly  recogniaes  the  Commissimi’s 
authority  to  m-escrlbe  the  form  in  which 
rate  schedules  may  be  filed  with  the 
Commission: 

(c)  Under  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
the  Commission  may  prescribe,  every  pubUc 
utlUty  shall  file  with  the  Commission,  with¬ 
in  such  time  and  in  such  form  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  designate  •  •  •  schedules  shov¬ 
ing  all  rates  and  charges  for  any  transmission 
or  sale  subject  to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
rv^mmijusion,  and  the  classification,  practices, 
and  regxilaUons  affecting  such  rates  and 
charges  •  •  •  [emphasis  added). 

’Ihe  Commission’s  authority  to  require 
the  filing  of  rate  schedules  in  a  particular 
form  is  also  based  upon  Section  309, 
16  U.S.C.  825  h,  which  reads  in  pertinent 
liart  as  follows: 

The  Commission  shall  have  power  to  per¬ 
form  any  and  all  acts,  and  to  prescribe.  Issue, 
make,  amend,  and  rescind  such  orders,  rules, 
and  regulations  as  It  may  find  necessary  or 
appropriate  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
this  Act. 

In  short,  requiring  rate  schedules  filed 
with  the  Commission  to  be  in  a  particular 
fmrm  does  not  place  an  impermissible  re¬ 
straint  on  the  parties’  freedom  to 
ctmtract. 

However.  APPA  and  Cities  have  argued 
that  the  boilerplate  provisions  prescribed 
in  CH*der  No.  541  go  beyond  merriy  pre- 
scrttilng  a  rate  schedule  form  whldi 
clearly  indicates  whether  the  rate  sched¬ 
ule  can  be  changed  unilaterally.  Their 
argument  is  based  upon  the  fact  that 
under  the  express  terms  of  these  two 
provisions  the  party  furnishing  service 
under  the  subject  rate  schedule  would 
^thtf  have  the  right  under  Section  205 
of  the  Act  to  file  unilateral  changes  in 
all  of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  serv¬ 
ice.  including  the  rate  at  which  service 
is  rendered,  or  would  have  no  right  to 
file  unilateral  changes  In  any  of  the 
terms  or  conditions  of  service.  Inclusion 
(ff  such  “all  or  nothing’’  language  in  a 
filed  rate  sdaedule  would,  we  are  told, 
severriy  restrict  the  bargaining  power 
erf  the  wholesale  custcmiers.  Thus,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  a  customer,  who  would  otherwise 
have  been  able  to  bargain  for  various 
fixed  terms  and  conditions  of  service  m 
exchange  for  the  supplier’s  right  to  file 
for  unilateral  rate  increases  under  Sec¬ 
tion  205,  will  as  a  practical  matter,  be 
required  to  enter  into  contracts  In  ^rtilch 
not  only  the  rate,  but  all  ot  the  other 
terms  and  conditions  of  service  as  well, 
will  be  subject  to  unilateral  changes  at 
the  pleasure  of  the  supplier. 

Moreover,  APPA  and  (Titles  state  that 
the  boilerplate  language  would  also  im¬ 
pair  their  right  to  contract  by  falling  to 
provide  for  contractual  agreranents  which 
specified  the  circumstances  in  which, 
and  the  extent  to  which,  rates  could  be 
unilaterally  changed.  Such  restraints  on 
the  contracting  parties’  right  to  bargain 
would  allegedly  prevent  the  tailoring  of 
contracts  to  meet  the  needs  of  special 


circumstances,  and  is  therefore  allegedly 
contrary  to  the  Intent  of  Congress  as 
expressed  in  both  the  Natural  Qas  Act 
and  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

APPA  and  Cities  allege  further  that  by 
eliminating  the  practical  ability  of  the 
wholesale  customer  to  bargain  for  fixed 
torms  or  conditions  of  service  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  encourage  suppliers  to  offer 
their  customers  unconscionable  adhesion 
contracts  and  contracts  that  may  be  in 
restraint  of  trade.  APPA  states  (p.  9) 
that  the  Commission  would  thereby  fail 
to  provide  “the  protection  of  competition 
that  the  Supreme  Court  has  required.  See 
Otter  Tail  Power  Co.  v.  United  States,  410 
U.S.  366  (1973) ;  Gutf  States  UtUities  Co. 
v.  FPC,  411 UJB.  747  (1973)  ’’. 

These  arguments  admittedly  raise  dif¬ 
ficult  questions  regarding  our  authority 
to  require  that  rate  schedules  filed  with 
the  Commission  contain  either  of  the 
boilerplate  provisions.  TTiese  arguments 
admittedly  raise  difficult  questions  re¬ 
garding  our  authculty  to  require  that  rate 
schedules  filed  with  the  Commission  con¬ 
tain  either  of  the  boilerplate  provisions. 
However,  we  do  not  reach  these  Issues, 
since  for  the  reasMis  set  forth  herein¬ 
after  we  have  decided  to  modify  Order 
No.  541.  We  will  provide  that  the  scope 
of  the  boilerplate  provisions  may  be 
limited  to  some  proratlon  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  rate  schedule,  and  that  other 
provisions,  or  the  entire  rate  schedule, 
may  be  subject  to  neither  boilerplate 
provision, 

APPA  and  Cities  have  argued  that  the 
amendments  to  $  35.1  adopted  in  Order 
No.  541  are,  in  addition  to  their  purported 
illegality,  unwise.  As  noted,  supra,  con¬ 
tracting  parties  will  allegedly  be  pre¬ 
cluded  from  tailoring  their  contractual 
obligations  to  meet  the  necessities  of 
special  circumstances.  Thus,  in  the 
absence  of  Order  No.  541.  both  the  sup¬ 
plier  and  the  customer  would  have  been 
able  to  agree  that  certain  contractual 
provisions  would  be  subject  to  unilateral 
change  by  the  supplier,  while  other  pro¬ 
visions  would  not  be  subject  to  unilateral 
change.  By  Including  both  fixed  and 
changeable  provisions  in  the  same  c(m- 
tract  the  parties  could  strike  a  balance 
between  stability  and  fiexibllity  that  is 
peculiarly  suited  to  their  particular  cir¬ 
cumstances.  If,  however,  the  (xmtract 
must  provide  that  an  or  none  of  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  service  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  unilateral  change,  the  result,  we 
ere  told,  wlU  be  that  suiters  wUl  be  in 
a  much  stronger  position  to  bargain  for 
the  right  to  make  unilateral  changes  in 
aU  the  terms  and  conditions  of  service. 
APPA  and  (Titles  state  further  that 
unless  wholesale  customers  are  able  to 
bargain  effectively  for  contractual  pro¬ 
visions  that  cannot  be  changed  unilat¬ 
erally,  it  may  not  be  possible  for  such 
wholesale  customers  to  obtain  the  fi¬ 
nancing  necessary  to  construct  and  op¬ 
erate  the  costly  facilities  necessary  to 
provide  service.  The  result  would  al¬ 
legedly  be  the  erosion  of  the  financial 
health  of  such  wholesale  customers,  re¬ 
sulting  ultimately  In  their  inability  to 
render  service  and/or  in  the  takeover  of 
their  operations  by  their  suppliers. 
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APPA’s  and  Cities’  point  appears  to  be 
well  taken.  Accordingly,  we  will  modify 
the  two  boilerplate  provisions  by  limiting 
their  scope  to  changes  In  rate  levels. 

APPA  and  Cities  state  that  the  boiler¬ 
plate  provisions  present  a  further  diffi¬ 
culty  by  failing  to  provide  for  contrac¬ 
tual  agreements  which  specify  when,  or 
to  what  extent,  imllateral  changes  can 
be  made.  For  example.  Cities  point  out 
(pp.  4-5)  that  in  certain  situations 
wholesale  suppliers  and  their  wholesale 
customers  are  in  direct  competition  for 
industrial  retail  markets.  While  Cities 
acknowledge  that  wholesale  customers 
may  be  unable  to  bargain  for  fixed  rate 
provisions,  they  may  be  able  to  protect 
their  competitive  position  by  bargaining 
for  contractual  provisions  which  permit 
unilateral  rat^  increases  only  in  certain 
clearly  defined  situations,  such  as  when 
the  supplier  seeks  retail  rate  increases 
for  service  to  the  same  industrial  mar¬ 
kets,  and  then  only  to  the  same  level  as 
the  rates  to  the  retail  industrial  cus¬ 
tomers.  See  Richmond  Power  &  Light  v. 
FPC,  supra.  Cities  has  offered  several  ad¬ 
ditional  examples  of  existing  contractual 
provisions  which  permit  imilateral  rate 
increases  subject  to  certain  expressly 
enumerated  limitations.  For  example, 
parties  may  contract  to: 

(1)  Leave  the  rate  terms  to  be  set 
following  a  Section  206,  non-Sierra  pro¬ 
ceeding,  with  the  just  and  reasonable 
rates  to  be  effective  prospectively,  as  is 
the  case  in  many  state  procedures: 

(2)  Allow  for  Section  205  filings  by 
the  supplier  up  to  a  constraint  imposed 
by  some  extrinsic  factor  such  as  state 
retail  rates; 

(3)  Fix  rate  design  for  a  time  certain 
with  the  overall  revenue  level  subject  to 
Section  205  procedures. 

Cities  complain  that  it  is  not  at  all  clear 
that  the  two  boilerplate  provisions  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Order  No.  541  accommo^te 
such  contractual  arrangements.  In  short. 
Cities  conclude  that  if  contracting  parties 
are  by  virtue  of  the  boilerplate  provisions 
precluded  from  entering  into  these  types 
of  arrangements,  wholesale  customers 
will  be  unable  to  engage  in  the  kind  of 
planning  and  coordination  necessary  to 
provide  adequate  and  reliable  service. 

As  we  stated  earlier,  our  purjjose  in 
issuing  Order  No.  541  was  to  eliminate 
the  imcertalnty  and  controversy  that  has 
followed  in  the  wake  of  the  Mobile,  Sierra 
and  Memphis  cases  by  requiring  that  all 
filed  rate  schedules  include  standard  lan¬ 
guage  which  clearly  sets  forth  whether 
the  parties  Intend  that  a  wholesale  rate 
can,  or  cannot,  be  changed  unilaterally. 
We  continue  to  believe  that  the  inclusion 
of  such  boilerplate  language  would 
achieve  this  result.  However,  upon  care¬ 
ful  consideration  of  the  arguments  ad¬ 
vanced  by  APPA  and  Cities,  we  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  boilerplate  provisions  set 
forth  in  Order  No.  541,  as  previously 
modified  herein  (supra,  pp.  6-7),  may 
not  adequately  cover  all  contractual 
agreements  that  might  be  executed  and 
filed  with  the  Commission  as  rate  sched¬ 
ules.  Accordingly,  we  have  concluded  that 
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subsection  (d)  of  Section  35.1  should  be 
<wii»ndftd  to  provide  (1)  that  all  rate 
schedules  filed  on  or  after  August  1, 1976, 
shall  contain  the  first  boilerplate  provi¬ 
sion  with  respect  to  such  portions  of  the 
schedule  where  it  is  the  intent  of  the 
parties  to  give  the  supplier  the  unre¬ 
stricted  right  to  file  unilateral  rate 
changes;  (2)  that  all  rate  schedules  filed 
on  or  after  August  1,  1976,  shall  contain 
the  first  boilerplate  provisions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  portions  of  the  schedule 
where  it  is  the  intent  of  the  parties  to 
withhold  from  the  supplier  the  right  to 
file  any  imilateral  rate  changes;  and  (3) 
the  parties  are  free  to  file  rate  schedules 
which  contain  neither  boilerplate  provi¬ 
sions,  or  which  have  certain  provisions 
subject  to  neither  boilerplate  provision 

The  Commission  further  finds:  Good 
cause  exists  for  amending  the  new  sub¬ 
section  (d)  of  §  35.1  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  under  the  Federal  Power  Act 
previously  adopted  by  the  Commission  in 
Order  No.  541.  These  amendments  are 
necessary  to  aid  the  Commission  in  car¬ 
rying  out  its  regulatory  responsibiUty 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act  to  insure 
just  and  reasonable  rates  and  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  adequate  and  reliable  serv¬ 
ice  to  customers. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  553  of  Title  5  of  the 
United  States  Code  and  to  Section  309 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  hereby  amends  paragraph  (d)  of 
$  35.1  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  “Applica¬ 
tion;  obligation  to  file  rate  schedules,’’  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  33.1  Application;  obligation  to  flic 

rate  >*<-hcduIc«. 

•  #  •  •  • 

(d)  (1>  The  provisions  of  this  para¬ 
graph  (d)  shall  apply  to  rate  sch^ules 
tendered  for  fiUng  on  or  after  August  1, 
1976,  which  are  applicable  to  the  trans¬ 
mission  or  sale  of  firm  power  for  re¬ 
sale  to  an  all-requirements  customer, 
whether  tendered  pursuant  to  §  35.12  as 
an  initial  rate  sch^ule  or  tendered  pur¬ 
suant  to  S  35.13  as  a  change  in  an  exist¬ 
ing  rate  schedule  whose  term  has  expired 
or  whose  term  is  to  be  extended. 

(2)  Rate  schedules  covered  by  the 
terms  of  paragraph  (d)  (1)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  contain  the  following  provision 
when  it  is  the  intent  of  the  contracting 
parties  to  give  the  party  furnishing  serv¬ 
ice  the  unrestricted  right  to  file  unilat¬ 
eral  rate  changes  under  section  205  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act: 

Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  as  affecting  in  any  way  the  right  of 
the  party  furnishing  service  under  this  rate 
schedule  to  unilaterally  make  application 
to  the  Federal  Power  Comnalsaton  for  a 
change  in  rates  under  section  206  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  and  pursuant  to  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Rules  and  Regulations  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder. 

(3)  Rate  schedules  covered  by  the 
terms  of  paragraph  (d)  (1)  shall  contain 
the  following  provision  when  It  is  the 
Intent  of  the  contracting  parties  to  with¬ 
hold  from  the  party  furnishing  service 
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the  right  to  file  any  imilateral  rate 
changes  under  section  205  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act: 

The  rates  for  service  speclfled  herein  shall 

remain  In  effect  for  the  term  of _ 

or  until _ _  and  shall  not  be  sub¬ 

ject  to  change  through  application  to  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  205  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  absent  the  agreement  of  all  parties 
thereto. 

(4>  Rate  schedules  covered  by  the 
terms  of  paragraph  (d)(1)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  but  which  are  not  covered  by  para¬ 
graphs  (d>(2)  or  (d)(3)  of  this  section, 
are  not  required  to  contain  either  of  the 
boilerplate  provisions  set  forth  in  ptara- 
graph  id*  (2*  or  id)(3>  of  this  section. 
*  *  *  *  ♦ 

(B>  This  rule  shall  become  effective  on 
August  1,  1976. 

(C)  Except  to  the  extent  granted  here¬ 
in.  the  applications  for  rehearing  filed  by 
APPA  and  Cities  are  in  all  other  respects 
hereby  denied. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federai,  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[  SEAL  1  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-19467  Piled  7-6-76;8;45  am] 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  VII— LOW  INCOME  HOUSING, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  UR¬ 
BAN  DEVELOPMENT 

(Docket  No.  R-76-399J 

PART  845 — PHA  ACQUISITION  WITH 
OR  WITHOUT  REHABILITATION 

PHA  Acquisition  of  HUD-Owned  Properties 
and  Properties  With  HUD-lnsured  and 
HUO-Held  Mortgages;  Interim  Rule 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-16490,  appearing  on 
page  23292,  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday, 
June  9,  1976,  on  page  23295,  in  the  third 
column,  the  last  line  of  paragraph  (d) 
should  read  “a  written  notice  of  displace¬ 
ment  as  described  in  this  paragraph 
(d)’’. 

Title  31 — Money  and  Finance:  Treasury 

CHAPTER  I— MONETARY  OFFICES, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

PART  103— FINANCIAL  RECORDKEEP¬ 
ING  AND  REPORTING  OF  CURRENCY 
AND  FOREIGN  TRANSACTIONS 

Change  of  Definition  of  Monetary 
instruments 

In  order  to  clarify  the  recordkeeping 
and  reporting  requirements  imposed  pur¬ 
suant  to  Titles  I  and  II  of  Pub.  L.  91-508 
(84  Stat.  1114  et  seq.)  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury  finds  that  it  is  advisable 
to  revise  the  definition  of  Monetary  in¬ 
struments  contained  in  31  CFR  Part  103. 
The  amendment  would  specifically  in¬ 
clude  within  the  definition  bank  checks, 
travelers’  checks,  and  money  orders 
which  are  signed  but  on  which  the  name 
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of  the  payee  has  been  omitted.  It  would 
specifically  exclude  restrictively  endorsed 
travelers’  checks  and  money  orders.  Since 
the  teim  “monetaiy  instruments”  ap¬ 
pears  in  S  103.23.  Reports  of  transporta- 
tion  of  currency  or  monetary  instnir 
ments,  the  definition  makes  the  r^rting 
requirements  ot  that  section  more  readily 
imderstood  by  members  of  the  public. 

The  Department  also  finds  that,  since 
this  amendment  is  either  liberalizing  or 
clarlf3ring  in  nature,  the  notice  and  pub¬ 
lic  rulemaking  procedures  of  5  UJS.C.  553 
with  respect  to  said  amendment  are 
unnecessary,  and  that  good  cause  exists 
not  to  delay  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  takes 
effect  on  June  30, 1976. 

Henry  C.  Stockell,  Jr., 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

DAvrn  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Enforce¬ 
ment,  Operations  and  Tariff 
Affairs. 

Section  103.11  of  Title  31  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

§103.11  Meaning  of  terms. 

•  •  •  •  * 

Monetary  instruments.  Coin  or  cur¬ 
rency  of  the  United  States  or  of  any 
other  coimtry,  travelers’  checks,  money 
orders,  investment  securities  in  bearer 
form  or  otherwise  in  such  form  that  title 
thereto  passes  upon  delivery,  and  nego¬ 
tiable  Instruments  (except  warehouse 
receipts  or  bills  of  lading)  in  bearer  form 
or  other  in  such  form  that  title  thereto 
passes  upon  delivery.  The  term  includes 
bank  checks,  travelers’  checks  and 
money  orders  which  are  signed  but  on 
which  the  name  of  the  payee  has  been 
omitted,  but  does  not  include  bank 
checks,  travelers’  checks  or  money  orders 
made  payable  to  the  order  of  a  named 
person  which  have  not  been  endorsed 
or  which  bear  restrictive  endorsements. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  203(1),  Pub.  L.  01-508,  84  Stat.  1114  (31 
U.S.C.  1062) .) 

(PR  Doc.76-19492  Plied  7-6-76;8:45  am) 


Title  37 — Patents,  Trademarks  and 
Copyrights 

CHAPTER  I — PATENT  AND  TRADEMARK 
OFFICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  1— RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN 
PATENT  CASES 

Revision  of  Rules  in  Interference  Practice 

On  February  19,  1976,  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  regarding  the  revi¬ 
sion  of  SS  1.228,  1.243,  1.244,  1.254,  and 
1.256  of  Title  37,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  (41  FR  7513).  Interested  persons 
were  asked  to  ctmiment  gnd  a  period  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  date  of  pidslication  of 
the  proposed  rule  changes  to  March  26, 
1976  was  allocated  for  such  purpose.  Five 
comments  were  received.  The  ccmiments 
and  a  summary  of  the  comments  are 
availaUe  for  public  inspection  in  Room 


IIEIO  of  Crystal  Plaza  Building  3,  at  2021 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  All  but  one  of  the  comments  were 
favorable  to  the  proposed  changes.  In 
view  of  the  one  adverse  cmnment  re¬ 
ceived,  the  proposal  to  amend  §  1.254  is 
not  being  adopted.  Section  1.228  was 
amended  as  proposed  to  provide  a  time 
for  oral  arguments  at  the  hearing  set 
under  the  provisions  of  said  section  and 
S9  1.243  and  1.244  were  rearranged  with¬ 
out  changing  the  wording  therein.  Fi¬ 
nally,  $  1.256  was  amended  to  amplify 
the  procedure  therein. 

In  consideration  of  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  section  6  of  the  Act  of  July  19, 
1952,  as  amended  (85  Stat.  364;  35  U.S.C. 
6).  Part  1  of  TiUe  37,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  hereby  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  1.228  Summary  Judgment. 

When  an  interference  is  declared  on 
the  basis  of  a  showing  imder  9  1.204(c), 
such  showing  will  be  examined  by  an  Ex¬ 
aminer  of  Interferences.  If  the  Examiner 
considers  that  the  facts  set  out  in  the 
showing  provide  sufficient  basis  for  the 
interference  to  proceed,  the  interference 
will  proceed  in  the  normal  manner  as 
provided  by  the  regulations  in  this  part; 
otherwise  an  order  shall  be  entered  con¬ 
currently  with  the  notice  of  interfer¬ 
ence  pointing  out  wherein  the  showing 
is  insufficient  and  notifying  the  applicant 
making  such  showing  that  summary 
Judgment  will  be  rendered  against  him 
because  of  such  insufficiency  at  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  a  period  specified  in  the  no¬ 
tice,  not  less  than  30  days,  unless  cause 
be  shown  why  such  action  should  not  be 
taken.  In  the  absence  of  a  showing  of 
good  and  sufficient  cause,  judgment  shall 
be  so  rendered.  Any  response  made  dur¬ 
ing  the  specified  period  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  a  Board  of  Patent  Interferences 
without  an  oral  hearing  unless  such 
hearing  is  requested  by  the  applicant,  but 
additional  affidavits,  declarations  or  ex¬ 
hibits  will  not  be  considered  unless  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  showing  in  excuse  of 
their  omission  from  the  original  showing. 
If  the  applicant  files  a  response  to  the 
order  to  show  cause,  the  patentee  will 
be  furnished  with  one  copy  of  the  show¬ 
ing  under  9  1.204(c)  and  will  be  allowed 
not  less  than  30  days  from  its  mailing 
date  within  which  to  present  his  views 
with  respect  thereto.  He  shall  also  be  en¬ 
titled  to  be  represented  at  any  oral  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter.  Unless  it  shall  be  oth¬ 
erwise  ordered  before  the  hearing  begins, 
oral  arguments  will  be  limited  to  not 
more  than  30  minutes  for  each  party.  The 
Board  will  determine,  on  the  basis  of  the 
original  showing  and  the  response  made, 
whether  the  interference  should  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  proceed  or  summary  judgment 
should  be  entered  against  the  junior 
applicant. 

§  1.243  Motions  before  the  Board  of 
Patent  Interferences. 

(a)  Motions  relating  to  matters  other 
than  those  specified  in  9  1.231  will  be 
determined  by  a  patent  interference  ex¬ 
aminer  or  the  Board  of  Patent  Interfer¬ 
ences,  as  may  be  deemed  appropriate. 


Such  motions  shall  be  made  in  writing 
and  shall  contain  a  full  statement  of  the 
action  sought  and  the  grounds  therefor, 
and  satisfactory  proof  of  any  facts  re¬ 
quired  must  accompany  the  motion.  Oral 
hearings  will  not  be  held  except  on  order 
of  a  patent  interference  examiner  or 
Board  of  Patent  Interferences.  Briefs  or 
memoranda  in  support  of  such  motions 
shall  accompany  the  motion.  Any  opposi¬ 
tion  to  the  motion,  together  with  any 
brief  or  memorandiun  in  support  thereof, 
shall  be  filed  within  20  days  from  the 
date  of  service  of  the  motion  unless 
some  other  date  is  set  by  the  patent  in¬ 
terference  examiner. 

(b)  Typewritten  briefs  may  be  used  in 
connection  with  all  motions.  By  stipula¬ 
tion  of  the  parties  subject  to  approval  or 
by  order  of  the  tribimal  before  whom  the 
motion  is  pending,  briefs  may  be  received 
if  filed  otherwise  than  as  prescribed. 

(c)  In  oral  hearings  on  motions,  the 
moving  parties  shall  have  the  right  to 
make  the  opening  and  closing  arguments. 
Unless  otherwise  ordered  before  the  hear¬ 
ing  begins,  oral  arguments  will  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  30  minutes  for  each  party. 

(d)  Any  request  for  reconsideration  or 
modification  of  a  decision  or  other  action 
by  the  Board  of  Patent  Interferences  or 
patent  interference  examiner  must  be 
filed  within  20  days  after  the  date  of  the 
decision  or  other  action  and  any  reply 
thereto  must  be  filed  within  20  days  from 
the  date  of  service  of  the  request.  With 
regard  to  requests  for  reconsideration  of 
a  decision  after  final  hearing,  see  9  1.256 
(b). 

§  1.244  Petition  to  the  Conlnli^^iuner 
from  decisions  on  motions. 

There  is  no  appeal  from  decisions  ren¬ 
dered  on  motions,  but  the  Commissloper 
may  consider  on  petition  any  matter  in¬ 
volving  abuse  of  discretion  or  the  exercise 
of  his  supervisory  authority,  or  such 
other  matters  as  he  may  deem  proper  to 
consider.  Any  such  petition  must  comply 
with  9  1.181  and,  if  not  filed  within  20 
days  from  the  decision  complained  of, 
may  be  dismissed  as  untimely.  Any  op¬ 
position  thereto  must  be  filed  within  20 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  the  peti¬ 
tion. 

§  1.254  Briefs  at  final  hearing. 

Briefs  at  final  hearing  before  the 
Board  of  Patent  Interferences  shall  be 
submitted  in  printed  form,  except  that 
when  not  in  excess  of  50  legal-size  dou¬ 
ble-spaced  typewritten  pages,  or  the 
equivalent  thereof,  and  in  any  other  case 
where  satisfactory  reason  therefor  is 
shown  they  may  be  submitted  in  t3T>c 
written  form.  If  submitted  in  prints 
form,  they  shall  be  the  same  in  size  and 
the  same  as  to  page  and  print  as  is 
specified  for  prints  copies  of  testimony. 
'iSqiewritten  briefs  shall  conform  to  the 
requirements  for  tjrpewritten  copies  of 
testimony,  except  that  legal-size  paper 
may  be  u;^  and  the  binding  and  covers 
specified  are  not  required.  Every  brief 
of  more  than  15  pages  shall  contain  a 
subject  index  with  page  references,  sup¬ 
plemented  by  a  list  of  ■  all  authorities 
referred  to,  together  with  references  to 
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pages  thereof.  Three  copies  of  each  brief 
must  be  filed.  The  times  for  filing  briefs 
will  be  set  at  an  appropriate  stage  in  the 
proceeding  prior  to  final  hearing.  The 
orief  for  the  Junior  party  shall  present 
a  full,  fair  statement  of  the  questions  in¬ 
volved,  including  his  position  with  respect 
to  priority  evidence  presented  on  behalf 
of  other  parties,  and  a  dear  statement  of 
the  points  of  law  or  fact  on  which  he 
relies.  The  main  brief  for  each  party  shall 
contain  a  copy  of  the  counts  in  inter¬ 
ference. 

§  1 .236  Final  hearing. 

<a>  Final  hearings  will  be  held  by  the 
Board  of  Patent  Interferences  on  the  day 
appointed  at  the  designated  'time.  If 
either  party  appears  at  the  proper  time, 
he  will  be  heard.  After  the  day  of  hear¬ 
ing,  the  case  will  not  be  taken  up  for 
oral  argument  except  by  consent  of  all 
parties.  If  the  Board  of  Patent  Interfer¬ 
ences  be  prevented  from  hearing  the  case 
at  the  time  specified,  a  new  assignment 
w'ill  be  made,  or  the  case  will  be  con¬ 
tinued  from  day  to  day  until  heard.  Un¬ 
less  it  shall  be  otherwise  ordered  before 
the  hearing  begins,  oral  arguments  will 
be  limited  to  not  more  than  one  hour  for 
each  party.  A  Junior  party  may  reserve  a 
portion  of  his  time  for  rebuttal  purposes, 
but  a  full,  fair  opening  of  his  case  must 
be  made,  including  his  position  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  case  presented  on  behalf  of 
other  parties.  After  a  contested  case  has 
been  argued  nothing  further  relating 
thereto  will  be  heard  unless  up<Mi  request 
of  the  Board  of  Patent  Interferences, 

(b)  Any  request  for  rehearing  or  recon¬ 
sideration.  or  modification  of  the  decision 
after  final  hearing,  must  be  filed  within 
30  days  frmn  the  date  of  the  original 
decision,  imless  that  decision  is  so  modi¬ 
fied  as  to  become,  in  effect,  a  new  deci¬ 
sion.  and  the  Board  of  Patent  Interfer¬ 
ences  so  states.  Any  reply  thereto  must  be 
filed  within  15  days  from  the  filing  of  the 
request.  The  times  specified  herein  may 
be  extended  by  the  Board  of  Patent  In¬ 
terferences  upon  a  showing  of  sufficient 
cause.  (See  S  1.304). 

Effective  date;  These  amendments 
shall  become  effective  on  August  31, 1976. 

Elated;  Jime  23, 1976. 

C.  Marshall  Dank, 
Commissioner  of  Patents 
and  Trademarks. 

Approved; 

Betsy  Ancker-Johnson, 

Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  and  Technology. 

(PR  Doc.76-19526  PUed  7-0-76:8:45  am) 


Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER  C— AIR  PROGRAMS 
[PRL  669-6] 

PART  52— APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Revision  to  the  New  Jersey  State 
Implementation  Plan 

On  January  8,  1976,  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  submitted  to  the  EPA  Region  n 


Office  a  proposed  revision  to  the  New 
Jersey  State  Implementation  Plan.  This 
revision  request  was  submitted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  EPA  re¬ 
quirements  as  contained  in  40  CFR  Part 
51.  The  proposed  revision  consists  of  a 
newly  adopted  State  regulation,  N.J.A.C. 
7;27-16.1  et  seq.,  entitled.  “Control  and 
Prohibition  of  Air  Pollution  By  Volatile 
Organic  Substances”  (Subchapter  16). 
In  addition,  a  technical  Justification  sup¬ 
porting  the  regulation  was  submitted  on 
March  3.  1976.  The  regulation  provides 
for  the  control  of  hydrocarbon  emissions 
from  the  following  operations; 

(1)  The  storage  of  volatile  organic 
substances;  and, 

(2)  The  transfer  of  organic  liquids 
including  gasoline. 

This  regulation  is  Intended  by  the 
State  to  replace  the  Federal  regulations 
which  appear  in  40  CFR  52.1594,  “Stor¬ 
age  of  Volatile  Organic  Liquids,”  §  52.- 
1595,  “Organic  Liquid  Loading,”  and 
§  52.1598.  “Gasoline  Transfer  Vapor 
Control.” 

The  technical  justification  submitted 
by  the  State  and  an  analysis  performed 
by  EPA  conclude; 

(1)  The  reduction  of  hydrocarbon 
emissions  attainable  from  section  16.2, 
“Storage  of  Volatile  Organic  Sub¬ 
stances.”  of  Subchapter  16  is  greater 
than  the  reduction  attainable  If  the 
provisions  of  40  CFR  52.1594  were  met 
by  all  affected  sources. 

(2)  For  transfer  of  non-gasoline  or¬ 
ganics  from  bulk  terminals  to  delivery 
vessels,  section  16.3,  Transfer  Opera¬ 
tions,  is  equalh'  as  stringent  or  possibly 
more  stringent  than  40  CFR  52.1595. 

(3)  For  transfer  of  gasoline  from  bulk 
terminals  to  delivery  vessels,  40  CFR 
52.1595  is  more  stringent  than  section 
16.3. 

(4)  For  transfer  of  gasoline  from  de¬ 
livery  vessels  to  receiving  vessels.  40  CFR 
52.1598  is  more  sfrlngent  than  section 
16.3.  It  should  be  noted  that  section  16.3, 
requires  control  on  the  transfer  of  other 
organics  as  well  as  gasoline,  whereas  40 
CFTl  52.1598  only  controls  the  transfer 
of  gasoline. 

Based  on  these  findings,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator is  requiring  that;  (1)  The  portion 
of  40  CFR  52.1595,  Organic  Liquid  Load¬ 
ing,  controlling  gasoline  transfer  remain 
in  effect  and  enforceable;  (2)  the  portion 
of  §  52.1595  treating  non-gasoline  or¬ 
ganics  be  revoked;  (3)  9  52.1598.  Gaso¬ 
line  Transfer  Vapor  Control,  remain  in 
effect  and  enforceable  In  its  entirety; 
and,  (4)  9  52.1594,  Storage  of  Volatile 
Organic  Liquids,  be  revoked. 

On  AprU  23,  1976  (41  FR  16972),  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  of  proposed  revision  to 
the  New  Jersey  State  Implementation 
Plan.  The  notice  solicited  public  com¬ 
ments  on  the  approvabfllty  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  revision  request.  The  public  com¬ 
ment  period  ended  on  May  23,  1976  and 
no  comments  were  received. 

After  review  of  all  relevant  material, 
the  Administrator  has  determined  that 
the  proposed  revision  is  consistent  with 
current  EPA  policies  and  goals  set  forth 
in  the  requirements  of  section  110(a)  (2) 
(A) -(H)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  EPA 


regulations  in  40  CFR  Part  51  in  that 
there  will  be  no  violations  of  any  ap¬ 
plicable  ambient  air  quality  standard. 
Therefore,  the  Administrator  is  approv¬ 
ing  the  proposed  New  Jersey  revision  and 
making  the  appropriate  amendments  to 
existing  EPA  regulations  as  discussed  in 
this  notice. 

Effective  date;  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
EPA  regulations  currently  exist  similar 
to  these  being  adopted  for  the  control 
of  organic  substances  and  it  will  serve 
no  useful  purpose  to  defer  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  tills  approval  for  30  days,  the 
Administrator  hereby  finds  good  cause 
for  making  this  rulemaking  effective 
immediately. 

(42  tr.s.c.  1857C-5  and  9.) 

Dated:  July  1. 1976. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator, 

Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  Code 
of  Federal  Regmlstions  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Subpart  FF — New  Jersey 

1.  In  9  52.1570  paragraph  (c)  is  re¬ 
vised  by  adding  new  paragraphs  (10> 
and  (11>  as  follows: 

§  52.1370  Itlentinralion  of  plan. 

W  *  •  •  • 

(c)  *  *  • 

(10)  Regulation  entitled:  “Control  and 
Prohibition  of  Air  Pollution  by  Volatile 
Organic  Substances,”  New  Jersey  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Code  (N.J.A.C.)  7:27-16.1 
et  seq.,  submitted  on  January  8,  1976  by 
the  New  Jersey  Department  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection. 

(11)  Technical  Justification  supporting 
N.J.A.C,  7:27-16  et  seq.  submitted  on 
March  3,  1976. 

§  32.1391  [Reserved] 

2.  Section  52.1594  is  revoked  and 
reserved. 

3.  Section  52.1595  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  32.1395  Gasoline  loading. 

(a)  Definitirms; 

(1)  “Vapor  recovery  system”  means 
a  vapor  gathering  system  capable  of 
collecting  the  hydrocarbon  vapors  and 
gases  discharged,  and  a  vapor  disposal 
system  capable  ot  processing  such  hy¬ 
drocarbon  vapors  and  gases  so  as  to 
reduce  their  emissions  to  the  atmosphere. 

(b)  This  section  is  applicable  in  the 
New  Jersey  portions  of  the  New  Jersey- 
New  York-Connecticut  and  Metropoli¬ 
tan  Philadelphia  Air  Quality  Control 
Regions.  Compliance  with  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  9  52.1597. 

(c)  A  person  shall  not  load  gasoline 
into  any  truck,  trailer,  or  railroad  tank 
car  from  any  loading  facility  unless  the 
loading  facility  is  equipped  with  a  vapor 
recovery  system,  as  defined  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (a)  (1)  of  this  section  or  its  equiv¬ 
alent  approved  by  the  Administrator. 

(d)  Loading  of  gasoline  shall  be  ac¬ 
complished  in  such  a  manner  that  all 
displaced  vapors  and  air  will  be  vented 
only  to  the  vapor  collection  system. 
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Measures  shall  be  taken  to  prevent  liquid 
drainage  before  the  loading  device  is 
disconnected.  The  vapor  disposal  por¬ 
tion  of  the  vapor  recovery  system  shall 
consist  of  the  following: 

(1)  An  absorber  system  or  condensa¬ 
tion  system  that  processes  sdl  vapors  and 
recovers  at  least  90  percent  by  weight  of 
the  gasoline  vapors  and  gases  from  the 
equipment  being  controlled. 

(2)  A  vapor  handling  system  that  di¬ 
rects  all  vapors  to  a  fuel  gas  system. 

(3)  Other  equipment  of  an  efficiency 
equal  to  or  greater  than  subparagraphs 

(1)  or  (2)  of  this  paragraph,  if  approved 
by  the  Administrator. 

(e)  This  section  shall  apply  only  to 
the  loading  of  gasoline,  as  defined  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  §  52.1598,  having  a 
Reid  vapor  pressure  of  4.0  jjsia  or  greater 
under  actual  loading  conditions. 

[PR  Doc.76-19768  PUed  7-6-76:8:46  ami 


'  Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

PART  3-4 — SPECIAL  TYPES  AND 

,  METHODS  OF  PROCUREMENT 

Architect-Engineer  Services 

On  October  24,  1975,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  49792-49794) 
stating  that  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  41  CFR,  Chapter  3,  by 
adding  a  Subpart  3-4.10,  Architect/Engi¬ 
neer  Services  to  Part  3-4,  Special  Types 
and  Methods  of  Pr(x:urement. 

Interested  persons  were  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  and  comments 
within  30  days  after  publication.  Com¬ 
ments  were  received  from  two  organiza¬ 
tions. 

One  coment  was  addressed  to  having 
announcements  published  in  local  news¬ 
papers  in  addition  to  the  Commerce 
Business  Daily.  The  publishing  of  an¬ 
nouncements  in  the  Commerce  Business 
Ehally  is  required  by  the  Federal  Procure¬ 
ment  Regulations  and  the  Department 
has  found  the  publication  of  such  an- 
noimcements  an  adequate  method  of 
publicizing  proposed  procurements. 
Therefore,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  pub¬ 
lication  of  such  announcements  in  local 
newspapers  will  not  be  mandatory.  The 
second  comment  received  involved  the 
rewording  of  a  phrase  in  §  3-4.1003(c). 
The  phrase  “Ccmstructicm  Supervision" 
w'as  changed  to  "Administration  and  In¬ 
spection.” 

Additional  changes  have  been  made 
for  the  purpose  of  clarifying  various 
parts  of  the  regulation.  These  changes 
came  about  as  a  result  of  internal  re¬ 
views  of  the  proposed  rule. 

Accordingly,  the  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted,  subject  to  the  following 
changes: 

1.  In  3-4.1001,  General  policy,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  changes  are  made: 

a.  The  FPMR  citations  in  the  second 
f  entence  reading  “i  101-17.402(c)”  and 
"1  101-17.502”  are  changed  to  read 
••§  101-19.402(c)”  and  "8  101.19.502.” 
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b.  That  part  of  the  last  sentence  read¬ 
ing  “  •  •  •  Federal  Prc^rty  and  Admin¬ 
istrative  Services  Act  of  1949  •  •  ‘’’is 
changed  to  read  "•  •  •  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949 
as  amended  •  •  •” 

2.  That  part  of  the  second  sentence 
of  paragraph  (a)  of  8  3-4.1003,  Public 
announcements,  reading  •  require¬ 
ment  should  contain  wording  •  •  •”  is 
changed  to  read  “•  •  •  requirement  shall 
contain  wording  •  •  •” 

3.  The  phrase  "Whenever  possible”  is 
deleted  from  the  beginning  of  the  sec¬ 
ond  sentence  of  paragraph  (B)  of  f  3-4.- 
1003,  Public  announcements. 

4.  That  part  of  the  third  sentence  of 
paragraph  (c)  of  8  3-4.1003,  Public  an¬ 
nouncements.  reading  "•  •  •  Construc¬ 
tion  Supervision  •  •  •”  is  changed  to 
read  “•  •  •  Administration  and  Inspec¬ 
tion  •  • 

5.  That  part  of  paragraph  (d)  of 
8  3-4.1003,  Public  announcements  read¬ 
ing  “*  •  •  head  of  the  procuring  activity 
•  •  *”  is  changed  to  read  “•  •  •  con¬ 
tracting  officer  •  •  •.” 

6.  That  subparagraph  (2)  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  8  3-4.1004-1,  Elstablishment 
of  A/E  evaluation  boards,  reading  "•  •  • 
under  paragraph  (a)(3)  of  this  section” 
is  changed  to  read  "•  •  •  under  sub- 
paragraph  (a)(3)  of  this  subsection.”  ' 

7.  Paragraph  (a)  (5)  of  §  3-4.1004-1, 
Establishment  of  A/E  evaluation  boards, 
is  deleted  and  the  following  is  substituted 
therefor: 

(5)  When  the  Government  estimate 
for  the  total  proposed  A/E  requirement 
is  more  than  $10,000  each  evaluation 
board  shall  consist  of  five  licensed  pro¬ 
fessional  architects  or  engineers  (with 
the  Regional  Engineer  or  his  representa¬ 
tive  serving  as  chairman  on  a  ROFEC 
board),  one  program  or  administrative 
representative,  and  one  nonvoting  re¬ 
cording  secretary.  A  minimiun  number 
of  three  licensed  architects  or  engineers 
shall  be  present  at  all  evaluation  board 
meetings  and  shall  constitute  a  quorum. 

(li)  When  the  independent  govern¬ 
ment  estimate  is  $10,000  or  less,  each 
evaluation  board  shall  consist  of  at  least 
one  licensed  professional  architect  or 
engineer  (with  the  Regional  Engineer  or 
his  representative  serving  as  Chairman 
on  a  ROFEC  board),  one  program  or 
administrative  representative,  and  one 
nonvoting  recording  secretary. 

8.  The  following  reference,  in  paren¬ 
thesis,  is  added  at  the  conclusion  of 
paragraph  (a)  (6)  of  §  3-4.1004-1,  Es¬ 
tablishment  of  A/E  evaluation  boards: 
"(8  3-4.1004)” 

9.  The  following  is  added  to  paragraph 
(a)  (7)  of  8  43-4.1004-1,  Establishment  of 
A/E  evaluation  boards:  "Any  member 
so  approved  will  be  a  non  voting  mem¬ 
ber.” 

10.  That  part  of  paragraph  (c)  of 

8  3-4.1004-2,  Functions  of  evaluation 
boards,  reading  •  comply  with 

paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  •  *  •”  Is 
changed  to  read  “*  •  *  comply  with 
§  l-4.1004-2(c)  of  this  title  •  •  •” 

11.  Subparagraph  (2.)  of  paragraph 
(c)  of  8  3-4.1004-2,  Functions  of  the 
evaluation  boards  is  deleted  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  substituted  therefor: 


(2)  SF-254’s  and  255’s  plus  any  es¬ 
sential  brochures  for  each  A/E  firm;  and 

12.  That  part  of  paragraph  (e)  of 
8  3-4.1004-3,  Evaluation  criteria,  read¬ 
ing  “*  *  *  to  be  qualified  and  capable 
of  handling”  is  changed  to  read  «•  •  • 
to  be  qualified  and  to  be  capable  of 
handling.” 

13.  The  following  changes  are  made 
in  paragraph  (1)  of  8  3-4.1004-4  Action 
by  agency  head  or  authorized  represent¬ 
ative: 

(1)  The  word  “or”  is  added  at  the 
conclusion  of  subparagraph  (1) . 

(2)  Subparagraph  (ii)  is  deleted. 

(3)  Subparagraph  (ill)  is  redesignated 
subparagraph  (ii). 

14.  That  part  of  subparagraph  (2)  of 
paragraph  (a)  of  §  3-4.1004-4,  Action 
by  agency  head  or  his  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative,  reading  “•  •  •  paragraph  (a) 

(3)  of  this  section  •  •  ’’’Is  changed  to 
read  “*  •  •  subparagrai^  (a)  (3)  of 
this  subsection.” 

15.  That  part  of  paragraph  (b)  of 
§  3-4.1004-4,  Action  by  agency  head  or 
his  authorized  representative,  reading 
“*  *  *  his  decision  and  authorization 
shall  be  likewise  addressed  •  •  •”  is 
changed  to  read  *  the  decision, 
justification,  and  authorization  shall  be 
addressed  •  * 

16.  The  first  paragraph  of  8  3-4.1004-5. 
Procedure  for  procurements  estimated 
not  to  exceed  $10,000,  is  deleted  and  the 
following  is  substituted  therefor: 

Either  one  of  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  8 1- 
4.1004-5  of  this  title  may  be  used  In¬ 
stead  of  the  procedures  prescribed  in 
88  1-4.1004-2  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  title, 
3-4.1004-2(c)  and  3-4.1004-4  for  pro¬ 
curements  estimated  not  to  exceed 
$10,000.  That  part  of  the  paragraph  be¬ 
ginning  with  “Upon  receipt  of  the  ap¬ 
proving  official  •  •  •”  is  designated  sub- 
paragraph  (4). 

17.  That  part  of  subparagraph  (4)  of 
paragraph  (b)  of  8  3-4.1005-4,  Proce¬ 
dures  for  procurements  estimated  not 
to  exceed  $10,000,  reading  "•  •  •  §  1- 
4.004-5(a)  of  this  chapter.”  is  changed 

to  read .  8  1-4.1004-5  (a)  of  this 

title." 

18.  Subparagraph  (3)  of  paragraph 
(d)  of  8  3-4.1005-1,  General,  is  deleted 
and  the  following  Is  substituted  there¬ 
for:  (3)  The  total  contract  design  cost 
obtained  by  subparagraph  (2)  of  this 
paragraph  will  be  divided  by  the  total 
construction  cost  obtained  by  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  paragraph. 

19.  Paragraph  redeslgnatlons  are  made 
as  follows: 

a.  Paragraph  (a)  of  8  3-4.1002,  Defini¬ 
tions,  is  redesignated  (d). 

b.  Paragrat^  (a)  of  8  3-4.1004-2,  Func¬ 
tions  of  the  evaluation  boards,  is  redesig¬ 
nated  (c), 

c.  Paragraph  (a)  of  8  3-4.1004-3,  Eval¬ 
uation  criteria,  is  redesignated  (e) . 

d.  That  part  of  3-4.1004-2,  Procedures 
for  procurements  estimated  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  $10,000,  which  begins,  "Upon  receipt 
of  the  approving  official's  decision  *  *  * 
is  designated  subparagraph  (4) . 

e.  Subparagraphs  (1)  and  (2)  of  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  8  3-4.1005-1,  General,  are 
redesignated  (4)  and  (5). 
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20.  The  word  “Director"  is  changed  as 
follows: 

a.  In  S  3-4.1003(d),  It  Is  changed  to 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Facilities 
Engineering  and  Property  Management 
(DASFEPM) 

b.  In  §  3-4.1004-1  (a)  (4),  §3-4.1004-1 
(a>(6).  §  3-4.1004-1  (a)  (7),  §3-4.1004-2 
(c).  §  3-4.1004-4(a)(l)  and  §3-4.1005- 
1(a)  It  Is  changed  to  DASFEPM. 

21.  The  phrase  “OFEPM”  Is  Inserted 
after  the  word  “staff”  in  the  introduc¬ 
tory  language  of  §  3-4.1004-2. 

(5  U.S.C.  301;  40  UA.C.  486.)^ 

Effective  date:  These  regulations  be¬ 
come  effective  August  23. 1976. 

Dated:  June 30, 1976. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

Subpart  3-4.10,  Architect-Engineer 
Services  will  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  3-4.10 — Architact-Enginear  Sarvicat 
Sec. 

3-4.1001  General  policy. 

3-4.1002  DeOnltiona. 

3-4.1003  Public  announcements. 

3-4.1004  Selection. 

3-4.1004-1  Establishment  of  A/E  evaluation 
boards. 

3-4.1004-2  Function  of  the  evaluation 
boards. 

3-4.1004-4  Action  by  agency  head  or  his  au- 
thOTlzed  representative. 
3-4.1004-5  Procedure  for  procurements  esti¬ 
mated  not  to  exceed  $10,000. 
3-4.1005  Negotiation  procedtires. 
3-4.1005-1  General. 

3-4.1005-6  Record  of  negotiation. 

Authobitt;  5  U.S.C.  301;  40  UJ3.C.  486. 

Subpart  3-4.10 — Architect-Engineer 
Services 

§  3—4.1001  General  policy. 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-582  dated  Oc- 
471,  et  seq.) ,  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Property  and  Administrative  Serv¬ 
ices  Act  of  1949,  as  sunended  (40  U.S.C. 
471,  et  seq.),  it  is  the  policy  of  the  P^- 
eral  Government  to  publicly  announce 
all  requirements  for  Architect/Engineer 
(A/E)  services,  and  to  negotiate  con¬ 
tracts  for  A/E  services  on  the  basis  of 
demonstrated  competence  and  qualifica¬ 
tion  for  the  type  of  professional  services 
required  and  at  fair  and  reasonable 
prices.  The  acquisition  of  such  services  in 
connection  with  a  “public  building”  as 
that  term  is  defined  in  section  13  of  the 
Public  Building  Act  of  1959  (40  U.S.C. 
612),  may  be  exercised  only  under  the 
conditions  prescribed  in  §  101-19.402(c) 
of  this  title  and  subject  to  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Administrator  of  General 
Services  pursuant  to  §  101-19.502  of  this 
title.  The  procurement  of  such  services 
in  connection  with  special  purpose  space 
such  as  schools,  hospitals,  laboratories, 
and  research  centers  is  subject  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  and  conditions  prescribed  by 
section  302(c)(4)  of  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (41  UB.C.  252(c)  (4) ) 
and  §  1-3.204  of  this  title. 


§  3—4.1002  Definitions. 

(a) -(c)  [Reserved]. 

(d)  “Fee”  means  the  total  amount 
payable  to  the  A/E  for  the  work  and  serv¬ 
ices  to  be  performed. 

§  3—4.1003  Public  announrcments. 

(a)  One  of  the  first  steps  in  beginning 
the  A/E  selection  process  is  to  assure  the 
availability  of  funds  so  that  the  succeed¬ 
ing  A/E  selection  steps  will  be  accom¬ 
plished  in  a  proper  manner  and  that  the 
Government  and  interested  A/E  firms 
will  not  be  expending  resources  on  proj¬ 
ects  that  are  tentative  or  stand  litUe 
chance  of  being  approved.  In  the  event  a 
certification  of  available  funding  has  not 
been  received  but  is  reasonably  antic¬ 
ipated  in  the  near  future,  and  it  is  im¬ 
perative  that  the  Government’s  require¬ 
ment  be  publicized  without  further  delay, 
the  notice(s)  publicizing  the  require¬ 
ment  shall  contain  wording  to  the  effect 
that  the  Department  expects  to  receive 
the  design  funds  in  the  near  future  and 
discussions  will  not  be  held  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  A/E  firm  until  receipt  of  such 
fimds. 

(b)  Program  of  requirements.  The  pro¬ 
gram  of  requirements  or  design  criteria 
is  normally  prepared  by  the  appropriate 
program  element,  and  is  the  basis  for  the 
subsequent  preparation  of  the  statement 
of  work.  The  Office  of  Facilities  Engi¬ 
neering  and  Property  Management 
(OFEPM),  including  its  Regional  Offices 
(ROFEC),  should  provide  assistance  in 
the  preparation  of  the  program  of  re¬ 
quirements.  The  program  requirements 
as  well  as  the  A/E  statement  of  work 
(scope  of  services,  see  §  3-4.50-3,  and  the 
Independent  Government  estimate,  see 
§  1-4.1005-3,  should  be  prepared  and 
completed  prior  to  the  public  announce¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  prociu-ement  to 
ensure  that  the  announcement  complies 
with  the  requirements  of  FPR  1-1.1003-3 
and  1-1.1003-7. 

(c)  Preparation  of  A/E  Statement  of 
Wor\  (Scope  of  Services).  The  state- 
ment'of  work  shall  be  prepared  by  that 
office  responsible  for  the  evaluation  and 
selection  action.  A  statement  of  work 
should  facilitate  price  negotiations,  elim¬ 
inate  ambiguities,  and  assure  that  the 
design  will  satisfy  program  needs.  Each 
A/E  statement  of  work  should  refiect  the 
specific  design  requirements.  Such  items 
as  scheduling,  cost  control,  and  value 
management  including  life  cycle  costs 
are  important  factors  for  consideration. 
Typical  areas  covered  by  an  A/E  state¬ 
ment  of  work  are:  Predesign;  Concepts 
&  Schematics;  Design  Development;  Con¬ 
tract  Document  Development;  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  Inspection;  and  other  perti¬ 
nent  requirnnents  such  as  time  and  pay¬ 
ment  scheduling,  and  phased  options. 

(d)  To  insme  the  broadest  publicity 
concerning  the  Government’s  interest  in 
obtaining  A/E  services,  the  contracting 
officer  shall  have  developed  notices  in 
accordance  with  §  1-1.1003-7  (b)  (9)  with 
respect  to  individual  projects.  ’The  fol¬ 
lowing  should  be  Included  in  notices 


which  publicize  procurement  of  A/E 
services: 

Firms  desiring  to  be  considered  for 
arcbltect/englneer  contracts  In  a  given  area 
must  file  the  Standard  Form  254  and  Stand¬ 
ard  Form  255,  when  applicable,  with  either 
the  Principal  Operating  Component  or  the 
ROFEC  whichever  may  be  apprc^iiate,  or 
with  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Facilities  Engineering  and  Property  Manage¬ 
ment  (DASFEPM),  Office  of  Architectural 
and  Engineering  Service,  OFEPM,  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  DREW,  330  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201,  depending 
on  the  geographical  area  of  interest. 

§  3—4.1004  Selection. 

§  3—4.1004—1  Establiitiinieiil  of  .4/E 
evaluation  boards. 

(a)  The  following  shall  apply  to  the 
establishment  of  A/E  evaluation  boards: 

(1)  When  the  independent  Govern¬ 
ment  estimate  of  the  total  A/E  proposed 
contract  exceeds  $10,000  or  regrardless  of 
the  dollar  amount  involved  whenever 
A/E  services  are  to  be  procured  imder 
an  open-end  (requirements)  contract,  all 
evaluation  and  selection  actions  shall  be 
performed  by  evaluation  boards  of  the 
Office  of  Facilities  Engineering  and  Prop¬ 
erty  Management  (OFEPM)  which  in¬ 
cludes  ROFEC ’s. 

(2)  When  the  independent  Govern¬ 
ment  estimate  of  the  total  A/E  proposed 
contract  is  $10,000  or  less  and  the  project 
is  not  within  the  scope  of  an  open-end 
contract,  such  action  for  the  evaluation 
and  selection  may  be  performed  by 
ROFEC  boards  with  the  ccmcurrence  of 
the  Regional  Engineer  when  such  func¬ 
tions  cannot'  be  performed  by  the  prin¬ 
cipal  op>erating  component  imder  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (3)  of  this  section. 

(3)  When  the  independent  Govern¬ 
ment  estimate  of  the  total  A/E  proposed 
contract  is  $10,000  or  less  and  not  within 
the  scope  of  an  open-end  contract,  the 
evaluation  and  selection  actions  may  be 
conducted  by  the  principal  operating 
component’s  personnel  who  meet  the 
qualifications  as  set  forth  herein  and 
consistent  with  the  requirements  of  Sub¬ 
part  1-4.10. 

(4)  In  the  event  of  special  circum¬ 
stances  involving  a  proposed  A/E  con¬ 
tract  estimated  to  exceed  $10,000  which 
would  not  fall  within  the  scope  of  an 
open-end  contract,  and  which  a  principal 
operating  ccHnponent  (POC)  believes 
would  warrant  its  exercising  evaluation 
and  selection  functions  in  lieu  of  OFEPM, 
the  POC  must  submit  its  request  and 
justification  to  the  DASFEPM,  OFEPM, 
for  approval. 

(5)  (1)  When  the  Government  esti¬ 
mate  for  the  total  proposed  A/E  require¬ 
ment  is  more  than  $10,000  each  evalua¬ 
tion  board  shall  consist  of  five  licensed 
professional  architects  or  engineers 
(with  the  Regional  Engineer  or  his  rep¬ 
resentative  serving  as  chairman  on  a 
ROFEC  board) .  one  program  or  adminis¬ 
trative  representative,  and  one  nonvoting 
recording  secretary.  A  minimum  number 
of  three  licensed  architects  or  engineers 
shall  be  present  at  all  evaluation  board 
meetings  and  shall  constitute  a  quorum. 
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(11)  When  the  Independent  govern- 
ment  estimate  Is  $10,000  or  less,  each 
evaluation  board  shall  consist  of  at  least 
one  lic^sed  professional  architect  or 
engineer  (with  the  Regional  Engineer  or 
his  representative  serving  as  Chairman 
on  a  ROFEC  board) ,  one  program  or  ad¬ 
ministrative  representative,  and  one 
non\’otlng  recording  secretary. 

(6)  The  makeup  of  evaluation  boards 
in  the  OfiBce  of  the  DASFEPM,  OFEPM, 
is  determined  by  the  DASFEIPM,  OFEPM, 
so  as  to  meet  varying  requirements.  The 
Regional  Engineers  shall  determine  the 
makeup  of  the  evaluation  boards  in  the 
ROPEC’s.  Each  principal  operating  com¬ 
ponent  Shan  determine  the  makeup  of 
the  evaluation  boards,  consistent  with 
this  Section  (3-4.1004) . 

(7)  No  m^ber  of  an  outside  firm  or 
organization  shall  participate  as  a  mon- 
ber  of  an  evaluation  board  without  the 
prior  written  approval  of  the  DASFEPM, 
OFEPM.  Any  member  so  approved  will 
be  a  nonvoting  member. 

§  $—4.1004—2  Fanctions  of  the  evalua¬ 
tion  boards. 

Under  the  general  authority  of  the 
Secretary’s  technical  staff,  OFEIPM,  the 
Departmental  A/E  evaluation  boards 
shall  perform  the  following  functions: 

(a) -(b)  [Reserved]. 

(c)  Prepare  the  report  for  submission 
to  the  DASFEPM,  OFDPM,  or  his  au¬ 
thorized  representative,  whichever  may 
be  appropriate  under  3-4.1004-4,  listing 
in  the  order  of  preference  not  less  than 
three  firms  with  addresses  considered  to 
be  the  most  hl^ily  qualified  to  perform 
the  jequlred  services.  The  report  shall 
comply  with  6  l-4.1004-2(c)  of  this  title 
and  include  the  following: 

(1)  Smmnary  sheet  and  rating  factors 
♦Ahiiiftiiiner  the  Individual  member  scores, 
ranking,  and  rating  factors; 

(2)  SF-254’s  and  255’s  plus  any  essen¬ 
tial  brochiures  lor  each  A/E  firm,  and 

(3)  Government  estimate  ol  total  A/E 
fee. 

§  $-4.1004—3  Evaluatkm  criteria. 

(a) -(d)  [Reserved]. 

(e)  Whenever  possible,  small  business 
firms  win  be  selected  for  projects  for 
which  th^  are  considered  to  be  qualified 
and  to  be  capable  of  handling. 

S  $-4.1004-4  Action  by  agency  head  or 
kia  anllMiraed  reprocntatKe. 

(a)  The  responsible  official  to  whom 
the  authority  has  been  ddegated  shan 
review  the  report  of  the  A/E  evaluation 
board,  and  in  concert  with  appropriate 
technical  and  staff  representatives,  shall 
either  concur  or  otherwise  advise  the 
Board  of  his  decision  in  writing.  _ 

(1)  The  iu>proval  of  the  DASFEPM, 
OFEPM,  or  his  designee  Is  required, 
whenever: 

(1)  The  Govenunent’s  estimate  of  the 
total  proposed  A/E  contract  exceeds 
$100,000;  or 

(ID  Any  modification  to  an  existing 
contract  would  increase  the  total  oon- 
tmet  amount  by  more  timn  35  percent. 

(2)  The  anTTOval  of  the  oognlmnt  Re- 
glcmal  Engineer  Is  required  whenever  the 


Government’s  estimate  is  less  than  $100,- 
000,  except  for  paragraph  (a)  (3)  of  this 
section.  (In  the  Baltlmore-Washington 
metropolitan  area,  such  approval  should 
be  requested  of  the  Director,  Office  of 
Architectural  and  Engineering  Services 
(OFEPM).) 

(3)  The  approval  of  the  head  of  a 
principal  (H>erating  component  or  his 
designee  shMl  be  provided  when: 

(i)  The  Government’s  estimate  of  the 
total  proposed  A/E  contract  is  $10,000  or 
less  and  selection  is  made  pursuant  to 
S  1-4.1004-5;  or 

(ii)  Under  the  circumstances  refer¬ 
enced  in  §  3-4.1004-1  (a),  (3),  and  (4), 
the  principal  operating  component  will 
perform  the  evaluation  and  selection 
functions  in  lieu  of  OFEPM. 

(b)  The  approving  official  shall  Inform 
the  board  in  writing  of  his  decision  which 
will  serve  as  an  authorization  for  the 
contracting  officer  to  commence  negotia¬ 
tions.  If  the  approving  official  changes 
the  order  of  preference  listing,  his  deci¬ 
sion  justification  and  authorization  shall 
be  likewise  addressed  to  the  board.  A 
copy  of  the  board’s  recommendation  and 
evaluation  data  shall  be  submitted  by  It 
with  the  authorization  to  the  contracting 
officer. 

§  $—4.1004—5  Proredure  for  procwre- 
mentfi  estimated  not  to  exceed 
$10,000. 

Either  one  of  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  5  1-4.1004-5 
of  this  title  may  be  used  Instead  of  the 
procedures  prescribed  In  SS  1-4.1004-2 
(b)  and  (c),  3-4.1004-2(c),  and  3- 

4.1004- 4  for  procurements  estimated  not 
to  exceed  $10,000. 

(4)  Upon  receipt  of  the  approving  official’s 
decision  the  chairman  of  the  board  shaU 
furnish  the  contracting  officer  a  copy  of  the 
report  which  will  comply  with  {  1-4.1004-5  (a) 
of  this  title. 

§  $—4.1005  Negotiation  procedures. 

§  $—4.1005—1  General. 

(а)  The  negotiation  and  award  of  A/E 
contracts  shall  be  perf(»ined  by  ROFEX7’s 
who  have  been  delegated  contracting  of¬ 
fice:  authority  whenever  the  applicable 
evaluation  and  selection  actions  are  ac- 
comidished  by  their  offices  under  i  3- 

4.1004- 1  (a)  (1)  and  (2) .  Negotiaticm  and 
award  of  A/E  contracts  are  performed 
for  OFEPM  in  Washington,  D.C.,  by  the 
Supply  Operations  Branch,  OA/OAM, 
imless  the  DASFEPM,  OjtEpM,  provides 
written  authorization  for  another  POC  to 
do  so.  When  evaluation  and  selection  ac¬ 
tions  are  performed  by  a  tnincipal  op¬ 
erating  component  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  {  3-4.1004-1  (a)  (3)  and  (4) 
the  responsible  contracting  officer  of  the 
POC  may  likewise  n^otiate  and  award 
the  related  A/E  engineer  contracts.  Qual¬ 
ified  contracting  officers  shall  use  the 
services  of  technical,  legal,  audit-pricing, 
and  other  q^eclallste  in  the  cmnponent 
to  the  extent  deaned  appropriate  (see 
89  1-3.801-2  and  1-3.803-3) .  Negotiations 
should  be  directed  toward: 

(4)  Beacbing  mutual  agreement  on  the 
provlsiona  of  the  contract;  ami 

(б)  Arriving  at  a  fair  and  reasonable  price. 


See  i  1-8.607-2,  Requirements  for  Cost  and 
Price  Analysis;  and  |  1-3.807-1,  Overhead 
Bate  Considerations.  Bm  f  6-8.60.601  (J)  re¬ 
garding  the  documentation  requirements  for 
cost  brMtkdown  and  analysis. 

(c)  The  principles  set  forth  relative  to 
preparation  for  negotiation  (see  8  3- 
4.1005)  shall  apply  to  the  negotiation  of 
modifications  to  contracts. 

(d)  Where  the  modification  involves 
work  not  initially  Included  in  the  con¬ 
tract  the  statutory  limitation  is  applica¬ 
ble,  consistent  with  the  following  provi¬ 
sions.  to  the  revised  total  estimated 
construction  costs.  Where  redesign  is  re¬ 
quired  and  the  contract  is  modified,  the 
following  methods  shall  be  used  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  amount  of  the  basic  fee  to  be 
paid  the  architect; 

(1)  The  estimated  construction  cost  of 
the  redesigned  features  will  be  added  to 
the  original  estimated  construction  cost; 

(2)  The  contract  cost  for  the  original 
design  will  be  added  to  the  contract  for 
redesign;  and 

(31  The  total  contract  design  cost  ob¬ 
tained  by  subparagraph  (2)  of  this  para¬ 
graph  will  be  divided  by  the  total  con¬ 
struction  cost  obtained  by  sutparagraph 
(1)  of  this  paragraph. 

§  3—4.1005—6  Record  of  negotiation. 

Promptly  at  the  conclusion  of  each 
negotiation,  a  memorandum  setting  forth 
the  principal  dements  of  the  negotiations 
shall  be  pr^iared  by  the  cmitractlng  of¬ 
ficer  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  8  1-3.811,  for  use  by  the  reviewing  au¬ 
thorities  and  for  inclusion  in  the  con¬ 
tract  file.  The  memorandum  shall  con¬ 
tain  sufficient  detail  to  reflect  the  signif¬ 
icant  consideration  controlling  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  the  price  and  other  terms 
of  the  contract  Negotiation  m^oran- 
dums  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  8  3-50.3  and  meet  the  requirements 
of  that  subpart 
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Title  43 — Public  Lands;  Interior 

CHAPTER  Ii — BUREAU  OF  LAND  MAN¬ 
AGEMENT,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 
INTERIOR 

Appendix — Public  Land  Orders 
[Public  Land  Order  6590;  (OR-7127) ) 

OREGON 

Partial  Revocation  of  Executive  Order  of 
August  23, 1895 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President,  and  pursuant  to  Ebcecutlve 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  F.R. 
4831),  It  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  of  August  23. 
1895,  reserving  lands  for  lighthouse  pur¬ 
poses  near  the  mouth  of  the  Umpqua 
River  is  hereby  revoked  so  far  as  It  af¬ 
fects  the  following  described  land: 
WiuJAXETTE  Mitotan 

T  99  0  n.  19W  ^ 

'sec. "  IS.  lot  1.  W^SW14NW]4  wd 
w>^EV4SW]4IfW)4. 

The  area  described  contains  70  acres 
In  Douglas  County. 
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2.  At  10  a.m.  on  August  4,  1976,  the 
land  shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  applicable  laws. 

John  Kyl, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

I FR  Doc.76-19603  FUed  7-6-76;8:46  am] 

/  - 

Appendix — Public  Land  Orders 

[Public  Land  Order  5691;  (OR-13603)  1 

OREGON 

Partial  Revocation  of  Reclamation 
Project  Withdrawal 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  17,  1902, 
as  amended  and  supplemented,  43  U.S.C. 
416  (1970),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  ITie  departmental  order  of  August 
25,  1909,  withdrawing  lands  for  the 
Umatilla  Project,  is  hereby  revoked  so 
far  as  it  affects  the  following  described 
land: 

Willamette  Meridian 

T.  4  N.,  R.  28E..  >  N 

Sec.  26.  NW ‘4. 

The  area  described  contains  160  acres 
in  Umatilla  County. 

2.  The  above  described  land  has  been 
classified  for  public  sale,  and  will  not  be 
subject  to  entry  or  disposition  under 
other  public  land  laws  unless  the  lands 
are  reclassified.  A  notice  of  public  sale 
will  be  published  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  43  CPR  2711. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  2965, 
Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

'  John  Kyl, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

June  29, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-19504  Filed  7-6-76; 8: 45  am] 

Title  45 — Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  XVI— LEGAL  SERVICES 
CORPORATION 

PART  1602— PROCEDURES  FOR  DISCLOS¬ 
URE  OR  PRODUCTION  OF  INFORMA¬ 
TION  UNDER  THE  FREEDOM  OF  IN¬ 
FORMATION  ACT 

Regional  Records  Rooms;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-30638  appearing  at  page 
52847  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Novem¬ 
ber  13,  1975,  paragraph  Cb)  of  9  1602.6 
appearing  on  page  52849  is  .  corrected  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1602.6  Re|;ioiiai  records  rooms. 

•  *  \  *  •  « 

(b)  The  regional  records  rooms  are 
located  at  the  following  addresses: 

Boston  Regional  Office,  11  Beacon  Street, 
Room  800,  Boston,  Massachusetts  08108. 
Phone:  617-223-4093. 

New  York  Regional  Office,  10  E.  40th  Street, 
Room  2010,  New  York,  New  York  10016. 
Phone:  212-264-1940. 

Philadelphia  Regional  Office,  101  North  33rd 
Street,  Suite  115,  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  19104.  Phone:  216-596-6104. 
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Atlanta  Regional  Office,  615  Peachtree  Street, 
N.W.,  Room  919,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30308. 
Phone:  404-285-3049. 

Chicago  Regional  Office,  310  South  Michigan 
Avenue,  24th  Floor,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 
Phone:  312-663-5740 

Dallas  Regional  Office,  Davis  Building,  1309 
Main  Street,  Room  1310,  Dallas,  Texas 
76202.  Phone:  214-749-1367. 

Kansas  City  Regional  Office,  911  Walnut 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106.  Phone: 
816-758-6821. 

Denver  Regional  Office,  Majestic  BuUdlng, 
Suite  730,  209  16th  Street,  Denver,  Colorado 
80202.  Phone:  303-327-3306. 

San  Francisco  Regional  Office,  American 
Savings  Building,  690  Market  Street,  Suite 
700,  San  Francisco,  California  94104.  Phone: 
415-566-6952. 

Seattle  Regional  Office,  1321  Second  Avenue, 
Seattle,  Washington  98101.  Phone:  206-442- 
0593. 

Dated:  June  29,  1976. 

Thomas  Ehrlich, 
President, 

Legal  Services  Corporation. 
(FR  Doc.76-19336  FUed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


Title  47 — ^Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
(Docket  No.  20626;  PCC  76-584] 

PART  0— COMMISSION  ORGANIZATION 
PART  1— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

Adjudicatory-Re-Regulation  Proposals; 
Correction 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  amendments  of 
Parts  0  and  1  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
with  respect  to  adjudicatory  re-regula- 
tion  proposals.  Docket  No.  20626. 

1.  It  has  come  to  our  attention  that  the 
effective  date  provisions  for  the  rules 
adopted  in  this  proceeding  (Report  and 
Order,  FCC  76-237,  April  2,  1976;  41  FR 
14865,  April  8,  1976)  are  not  entirely 
clear.  We  are  therefore  revising  para¬ 
graph  47  of  Report  and  Order  to  restate 
those  provisions.  The  revised  paragraph 
is  set  out  below. 

2.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  that  the 
revised  effective  date  provisions  for  rules 
adopted  in  this  proceeding,  set  out  below, 
are  adopted. 

Adopted:  June  24,  1976. 

Released:  June  30, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,^ 

Vincent  J,  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Paragraph  47  of  the  Report  and  Order 
in  this  proceeding  (FCXU  76-237,  April  2, 
1976) .  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

41.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  Effective 
July  1,  1976,  that  Parts  0  and  1  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  are  amended  as  set 
out  in  Appendix  B  hereto.  The  consent 
procedures  shall  apply  to  any  case  pend¬ 
ing  on  July  1  in  which  an  initial  deci¬ 
sion  has  not  been  Issued.  Application 
processing  and  predesignation  pleading 
procedures  shall  apply  to  applications 
filed  on  or  after  July  1,  except  that  appU- 
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cations  filed  on  or  after  July  1  which  are 
mutually  exclusive  with  an  application 
filed  prior  to  July  1  shall  be  subject  to 
preexisting  procedures.  Procedures  relat¬ 
ing  to  post-designation  pleadings  (e.g., 
motions  to  modify  the  Issues,  interlocu¬ 
tory  appeals,  briefs  and  exceptions,  and 
applications  for  review)  shall  apply  if 
the  initial  pleading  is  filed  on  or  after 
July  1,  except  that  applications  for  re¬ 
view*  of  a  motion  fil^  prior  to  July  1 
shall  be  subject  to  the  preexisting  rules. 
Procedures  for  submission  of  evidence  in 
writing  shall  apply  to  cases  designated 
for  hearing  on  or  after  July  1.  Procedures 
for  the  decision  of  rate  making  cases 
shall  apply  to  cases  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing  on  or  after  July  1. 

[FR  Doc.76-19625  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


Title  49 — ^Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

lEx  Parte  No.  MC-29  (Sub-No.  3)  ] 

PART  1041— INTERPRETATION- 
CERTIFICATES  AND  PERMITS 

PART  1054 — SPECIAL  OR  CHARTERED 

PARTIES  BY  COMMON  CARRIERS 

SPECIAL  OR  CHARTERED  PARTY 
SERVICE 

•  Purpose:  The  purpose  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  to  amend  the  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations  governing  special  or  chartered 
party  service  so  as  to  deem  the  movement 
of  one  group  of  non-identical  passengers 
the  “return”  movement  of  another  group 
of  passengers,  under  certain  condi¬ 
tions.  • 

At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  the  15th  day  of 
Jime  1976. 

It  appearing.  That  investigation  of  the 
matters  and  things  involved  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  has  been  made  and  that  the 
Commission  has  made  and  filed  its  re¬ 
port  herein  containing  its  findings  of 
facts  and  conclusions  thereon,  which  re¬ 
port  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  a 
part  hereof : 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  attached  notice 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  adopted  and  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference  into  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  'That  Parts  1041 
and  1054  of  Chaptw  X  of  Title  49  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  be.  and  they 
are  hereby,  modified  in  the  manner  set 
forth  following  the  notice  attached 
hereto  and  incorporated  by  reference 
herein. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  modi¬ 
fications  herein  prescribed  be,  and  they 
are  hereby,  prescribed  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  September  7, 1976. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
the  modified  regulations  shall  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a 
copy  of  this  order  and  the  attached  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C..  for  public  in^^ection,  and  by 
delivering  a  copy  of  the  notice  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register, 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
prooeedlng  be,  and  It  Is  her^  dlscon- 
thmed. 

By  the  Commission. 

I  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

I  '  Secretary. 

By  order  published  in  the  Federal  Rbg- 
ZBTER  (m  December  3,  1974,  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Ocrnimission  Instituted 
the  above-entitled  lUDceeding  in  order 
to  develop  information  concerning  (1) 
TTie  interpretation  trf  Commission  regu¬ 
lations  pertaining  to  special  or  chartered 
party  service  rendered  hi  Greyhound 
Corp.  V.  Edwards,  100  M.C.C.  453,  465 
(1966),  (2)  The  effects  of  such  inter¬ 
pretation  upon  the  operations  of  motor 
common  carriers  of  passengers  and  upon 
the  public,  (3)  The  possible  modificatl(Hi 
of  relevant  regulations,  and  (4)  Ihe 
formulation  of  any  legislation  which  the 
public  Interest  might  require.  All  regu¬ 
lated  motor  carriers  of  passeng^  were 
made  parties  to  the  proceeding,  and  an 
'  Interested  parties  were  invited  to  file 
written  Initial  and  reply  statements  of 
their  views  and  sugge^ons  within  pre¬ 
scribed  time  limits. 

Baaed  upon  anal3rsis  of  the  petition 
filed  by  t^  United  States  Department 
of  Defense  (DOD) ,  which  led  to  the  in¬ 
stitution  of  this  proceeding,  and  upon 
the  representations  received  from  DOD 
and  a  number  of  passrager  carriers  and 
passenger  carrier  associations,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  modified  its  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  as  set  forth  at  the  end  of  this 
notice.  These  rules  add  two  new  defini- 
thmal  concepts  to  the  present  special  or 
chjuiered  party  regulations — '‘third 
party”  and  “round  trip.”  Application  of 
these  terms  will  permit  spec^  or  char¬ 
tered  parties  to  he  transported  from  the 
destination  territory,  as  defined  in  the 
regulations,  to  the  defined  origin  terrl- 
tmy  eltirer  on  return  movement  of  the 
same  special  or  charter  party,  or  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  “round  trip  contract”  with  a 
“third  party”  as  defined.  Similar  relief 
will  be  afforded  to  those  carriers  which 
hcM  specific  ca:tificated  autiiority  to 
conduct  charter  operations.  Ihe  Com- 
misBlon’s  r^ort  in  this  proceeding  sum¬ 
marizes  the  v^resentations  received,  dis¬ 
cusses  the  issues,  and  arrives  at  these 
conclusions.  Oenerally,  it  has  been  found 
that  the  regulations  will  serve  the  public 
Interest  by  leading  to  a  decrease  in  dead¬ 
head  mileage,  fuel  savinsB,  decreases  in 
ah  and  noise  poUution,  and  Increased 
efficiency  in  the  operations  of  passenger 
carriers.  The  resort  explains  why  the 
regulations  do  not  Imprcqierly  authmize 
any  “new”  service  and  states  that  the 
benefit  to  be  gained  by  these  modifica¬ 
tions  outweighs  any  possible  detriment 
to  existing  carriers.  While  it  is  asserted 
that  the  modifications  will  be  beneficial 
to  the  environment,  it  is  believed  that  the 
dadsion  herein  is  not  a  major  F^ederal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  envi¬ 
ronment  within  the  meaning  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  EnvtEonmentsa  Policy  Act  of  1969 
so  as  to  necessitate  the  proHuation  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement 
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This  modification  of  regulations  is  is¬ 
sued  under  the  authority  of  sections 
552,  SS3,  and  559  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  UBU.  552,  553,  and 
559)  and  sections  204  and  208  (ff  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  (49  nB.C.  304 
and  308). 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Accordingly.  49  CFR,  Parts  1041  and 
1054  are  hereby  modified  in  the  following 
manner.  The  following  new  section  is 
added  to  49  CFR  1041: 

§  1041.24  Special  or  chartered  party 
service. 

A  certificate  issued  by  the  Cmnmission 
to  any  motor  carrier  of  passengers  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  part  n  of  the 
Interstate  Ccanmerce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  301 
et  seq.)  authorizing  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage.  In 
charter  <^rati<His,  (a)  from  a  described 
point,  points,  or  territory  to  another  de¬ 
scribed  point,  points,  or  territory,  and 
return,  or  (b)  beginning  and  ending  at 
a  described  point,  points,  or  territory, 
and  extending  to  another  described 
point,  points,  or  territory,  shall  be  con¬ 
strued  as  authorizing  the  transportation 
of  charter  groups  pursuant  to  rotmd  trip 
contracts  with  third  parties,  as  defined 
in  §  1054.2,  without  regard  to  the  Identity 
of  the  Individuals  transported  for  each 
segment  of  trip. 

•ITie  following  paragraph  (c)  is  added 
to  49  CPR  1054.2: 

§  1054.2  Definitions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  (1)  The  term  “third  piuly,”  as 
used  in  the  regidaticms  in  this  part, 
means  a  government  agency  or  person 
(as  defined  in  S  203(a)(1)),  engaged  in 
a  business  or  activity  other  than  the 
transportation  of  passengers  or  other 
than  as  a  broker  of  passenger  transpor¬ 
tation,  who  enters  into  a  contract  with 
a  carrier  for  the  exclusive  use  of  a 
passenger-canylng  motor  vehicle  cover¬ 
ing  eSther  (i)  A  one-way  movement  of 
passengers  for  whom  the  contracting 
party  is  responsible  from  a  specified 
origin  to  a  specified  destination,  or  (il) 
A  roimd  trip  movement  of  passengers,  as 
defined  in  paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  for  whom  the  contracting  party  is 
responsible,  without  regard  to  the 
identity  of  the  individuals  transported 
for  any  segment  of  the  trip. 

(2)  The  term  “round  trip,”  as  used  in 
the  regulations  in  this  p^,  means  a 
movement  of  passengers  from  a  specified 
origin  to  a  specified  destination  followed 
by  a  movemsnt  of  passengers  from  that 
destination  bade  to  the  origin  point,  pro¬ 
vided  that,  vdiere  the  Identity  of  the 
group  of  passengers  for  each  segment 
of  the  trip  is  not  the  same,  the  time  be¬ 
tween  completion  of  the  orlgln-to- 
destinatton  segment  of  the  trip  and  the 
commencement  of  tiie  destinaticm-back- 
to-origtn  segment  does  not  exceed  24 
hours. 

The  last  sentence  of  49  CFR  1054.4  is 
revised  as  follows: 


§  1054.4  DesUnatioa  lerritory. 

*  *  *  Bpeelal  or  ehartered  parties 
may  not  be  trBaq:>orted  from  the  desti¬ 
nation  territory  described  in  this  rule  to 
the  origin  territory  described  in  f  1054.3 
except  on  return  movement  of  the  same 
special  or  charter  party  as  m^ded 
therein,  or  pursuant  to  a  round  trip  con¬ 
tract  with  a  third  party  as  described  in 
S  1054.2(c). 

IFR  Doc.76-19562  Piled  7-6-7C;8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  B— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 
fEx  Parte  Ko.  BS  (8ub-Mo.  4)  ] 

PART  1100— GENERAL  RULES  OF 
PRACmCE 

PART  1108— REVISED  GUIDELINES  FOR 

IMPLEMENTATION  OF  THE  NATIONAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL  POUCY  ACT  OF  1969 

Revised  Guidelines  for  the  Implementation 

of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

of  1969 

At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  9th  day  of 
June  1976. 

It  appearing,  That  the  Commission 
on  the  date  hereof,  has  made  and  filed  its 
report  in  this  proceeding  setttog  forth  its 
conclusions  and  findings  and  Its  rea¬ 
son  therefor,  which  report  is  hereby  fe- 
f erred  to  and  made  a  p<^  hereof; 

It  is  ordered.  That  Subchapter  B  of 
CThiq^ter  X  of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  be,  and  It  is  here¬ 
by.  amended  as  follows : 

(1)  Part  1100.250  be  eliminated  in  its 
entirety,  and 

(2)  A  new  Part  1108  be  added  to  read 
as  set  forth  in  the  attached  notice. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  becenne  effective  on  July  7.  1976. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  envlrcmmental  rules  adopted  in  this 
report  shall  be  given  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this  order 
and  the  attached  notice  in  the  Office  of 
the  Secretory,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C„  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection,  and  by  delivering  a  copy  of 
the  notice  to  the  Ihrector,  Office  of  the 
Federal  R^^ister,  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  notice  to  interested 
persons. 

"By  the  Commlssiou. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Notice  or  Revised  Environmental  Rules 

Under  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969,  all  agencies  of  the 
Federal  Government  are  required  to 
Identify  and  -develop  methods  and  pro¬ 
cedures.  in  conmiltotion  with  the  Coun¬ 
cil  on  Ekivlroomentol  Quality  which  will 
insure  that  environmental  amenities  and 
values  are  given  appropriate  considera¬ 
tion  in  the  decisionmaking  process. 

In  February  1972,  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  adopted  environ¬ 
mental  rules  whkdi  were  applicable  to 
all  proceedingB  before  the  CommiBslon 
(49  CFR  1160.250).  Since  that  time,  the 
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Council  on  Environmental  Quality  has 
revised  its  guidelines  and  there  have 
been  a  number  of  court  decisions  inter¬ 
preting  the  Commission’s  environmental 
procedures.  Based  on  these  NEPA-relat- 
ed  developments,  the  Commission  by  No¬ 
tice  and  Order  served  August  15,  1975, 
Instituted  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
for  the  purpose  of  proposing  substantial 
and  detailed  revisions  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  existing  rules.  Implementation — 
Nati.  Environmental  Policy  Act,  1969, 
350  I.C.C.  492  (1975) . 

Based  on  the  comments  received,  the 
Commission  has  adopted  revised  envi¬ 
ronmental  rules  which  are  set  forth  at 
the  end  of  this  Notice.  The  most  signifi¬ 
cant  provisions  of  the  adopted  rules  are 
as  follows: 

The  ad(Wted  rules  distinguish  among 
the  various  classes  of  actions  which  come 
before  the  Commission,  and  identify  (1) 
actions  which  have  the  potential  for  sig¬ 
nificant  environmental  Impact  and  nor¬ 
ma^  require  an  envinmmental  Impact 
statement,  (2)  actions  which  may  have 
environmental  Issues  present,  but  nor- 
malhr  db  not  require  an  envlronmaital 
Impact  statement,  and  (3)  actions  which 
normally  have  no  environmental  issties 
present. 

Detailed  environmental  information  Is 
required  to  be  filed  along  with  an  appli¬ 
cation.  The  information  required  varies 
significantly  according  to  which  of  the 
three  above-described  categories  is  ap¬ 
plicable  to  a  particular  proceeding. 

Draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments  will  be  prepared  and  circulated 
for  comment  by  the  Environmental  Af¬ 
fairs  Staff  of  the  Commission.  Final 
statements  will  likewise  be  prepared  by 
the  staff. 

Both  draft  and  final  statements  will 
normally  be  prepared  and  made  avail¬ 
able  prion  to  the  holding  of  evidentiary 
hearings,  whether  oral  or  written. 

The  Commission  will  make  all  neces¬ 
sary  'findings  and  conclusions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  environmental  Issues  in  both 
Initial  and  final  decisions. 

The  revised  environmental  rules  are 
effective  on  July  7, 1976. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  June  9. 
1976. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

Accordingly,  this  action  eliminates  49 
cm  Part  1100.250  and  adds  a  new  Part 
1 108  to  read  as  follows : 


§  1100.250  [Revoked] 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 

Sec. 

1108.1 

Purpose  and  scope. 

1108.2 

Authority. 

1108.3 

Policy. 

1108.4 

Interpretations. 

1108.5 

Waivers  or  exemptions. 

Swbpart  B — Dafinitiena 

1108.6 

Definitions. 

Subpart  C — DMicnatlon  of  Rosponsibllity 

1108.7  Designation  of  re^Kmslble  staff. 

Swbpart  D— Idonllficstion  of  Ma|or  Fogoral  Jte- 
tiens  Significantly  Affacting  tba  QiMlity  of  ttoo 
Human  Environment 

1108.8  Actions  significantly  affecting  the 

quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment. 


Sec. 

1108.9  Actions  with  a  potential  effect  on 

the  environment. 

1108.10  Actions  where  no  environmental  Is¬ 

sues  are  present. 

1 108.1 1  Review  of  environmental  determina¬ 

tion. 

Subpart  E — environmental  Procedurea 

1108.12  Reporting  requirements. 

1108.13  Preparation  of  environmental 

threshold  assessment  surveys. 

1108.14  Preparation  of  environmental  Im¬ 

pact  statements. 

1108.15  Public  meetings  In  preparation  of 

environmental  impact  statements. 

1 108.16  Minimum  periods  for  review. 

Subpart  F — Final  Datarmlnations 

1108.17  Hearing  procedure. 

1108.18  Initial  and  final  declslmis. 

Subpart  6 — MIscellanaoua  Provisions 

1108.19  Official  notice. 

1108.20  Cost  of  materials  distributed  to  the 

public. 

Avtuobitt:  Secs.  17(3),  204(a)(6),  304 
(a),  403(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  ot 
1969,  42  UR.C.  4321,  et.  seq.  (NEPA),  and 
Executive  Order  11614,  and  pursuant  to  secs. 
553  and  559  of  the  Administrative  Procedures 
Act. 

Subpart  A — General  Provisions 
§  1 108.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  NEPA)  authorizes 
and  directs  that,  to  the  fullest  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  the  pollci^,  regulations,  and  public 
laws  of  the  United  States  shall  be  inter¬ 
preted  and  administered  in  accordance 
with  the  policies  for  the  protection  and 
enhancement  of  the  environment  as  set 
forth  in  NEPA,  thus  establishing  national 
policies,  goals,  and  procedures  for  pro¬ 
tecting  and  enhancing  thd  environment. 

(b)  The  purpose  of  these  regulations  is 
to  amend  and  6uiH>lant  the  regulations 
established  by  order  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  dated  January  14, 
1972  (49  CFR  1100.250),  and  to  establish 
procedures  for  facilitating  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  discharge  of  its  duties  under  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969. 

(c)  These  guidelines  apply  to  all  pro¬ 
ceedings  before  the  Commission. 

§  1108.2  Authority. 

(a)  NEPA  establishes  a  brocul  national 
policy  to  promote  efforts  to  Improve  the 
relationship  between  man  and  his  en¬ 
vironment  NEPA  sets  out  certain  ix>llcles 
and  goals  concerning  the  envlrimment 
and  requires  that,  to  the  fullest  extent 
possible,  the  policies,  regulations,  and 
public  laws  of  the  United  States  xhoii  be 
interpreted  in  accordance  with  those  pol¬ 
icies  and  goals.  Section  102(2)  (C)  of 
NEPA  requires  that,  for  each  recommen¬ 
dation  or  report  on  proposals  for  legis¬ 
lation  and  other  major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment,  the  involved  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Federal  Government  prepare 
a  detailed  statement  of  the  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  of  the  proposed  action,  and 
that  such  statanent  acc<xnpany  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  through  each  Important 
stage  of  the  agency  decisionmaking 
process. 


(b)  Guidelines  from  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (CEQ),  dated 
August  1,  1973  (38  FR  20550),  set  forth 
recommended  procedures  which  should 
be  followed  by  Federal  agencies  in  imple¬ 
menting  NEPA. 

(c)  Sections  17(3),  204(a)(6),  304(a) 
and  403(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  authorize  the  Commission,  consis¬ 
tent  with  the  purpose  of  the  act,  to  es¬ 
tablish  such  rules,  regulations,  and  inro- 
cedures  as  are  necessary  to  the  exercise 
of  its  functions. 

§  1108.3  Policy. 

(a)  Geiieral. — ^It  is  the  policy  of  the 
Commission  to  imidement  NEPA  to  the 
fullest  extent  possible  and  as  fuUy  as 
statutory  authority  permits  and  to  ori¬ 
ent  the  CTommission’s  administrative 
p<^oies  under  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  toward  the  broad  national  goal  o< 
preserving  and  mhanclng  the  environ¬ 
ment.  Environmental  factors  are  to  be 
cimsidered  in  the  decisionmaking  proc¬ 
ess.  In  accordance  with  section  101  ot 
NEPA,  adverse  envinmmental  effects 
should  be  minimized  to  the  fullest  extoit 
practicable  consistent  with  the  natkmal 
transportation  pi^cy  and  other  national 
policies  affecting  Commlslson  aoticm. 

(b)  Implementation. — ^The  Implemen- 
tatlim  of  this  policy  shall  consist  an 
envlroiunental  review  process  as  specified 
in  these  regulations  for  all  Federal  ac¬ 
tions  under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Com¬ 
mission.  The  policies  and  goals  set  forth 
in  NEPA  are  supplemental  to  those  set 
forth  in  the  existing  authorization  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  The 
Cwnmisslon  will  Interpret  the  provisions 
of  NEPA  as  supplemental  to  its  existing 
authority  and  as  a  mandate  to  view 
traditional  policies  and  mlslsons  in  the 
light  of  national  environmental 
objectives. 

(c)  Other  statutes. — ^Whenever  pos¬ 
sible,  statements  required  by  other 
statutes  concerning  environmental  Im¬ 
pacts,  such  as  the  National  mstorlo  Pres¬ 
ervation  Act  of  1966  (16  U.S.C.  470  et 
seq.),  will  be  Incorporated  Into  environ¬ 
mental  Impact  statements  or  threshold 
assessments. 

(d)  Public  notice  and  availabfHty. — 
(1)  The  Commission  will  Insure  timely 
notice  and  opportunity  for  public  com¬ 
ment  on  Impact  statements  and  thresh¬ 
old  assessments  in  an  appropriate 
manner. 

(2)  A  list  of  proposed  actions  for  which 
an  environmental  impact  statement  is 
being  prepared  will  be  maintained  by  the 
Commission  in  Its  Press  Release  Room. 
The  list  will  be  available  for  public  In¬ 
spection  and  vrlll  be  sidimltted  to  CEQ 
every  3  months  for  publication. 

(e)  Proceedings  in  progress. — (1) 
Proceedings  In  progress  cm  the  effective 
date  of  these  regulations  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  to  the  fullest  extent  practicable 
by  the  procedures  set  forth  herein,  rec¬ 
ognizing.  however,  that  full  compliance 
in  all  such  proceedings  may  not  be 
possible. 

(2)  Nothing  la  paragraph  (e)(1)  of 
this  sectiem  shall  be  deemed  to  relieve 
any  person  or  party  from  complying 
with  a  Commission  directive  to  supply 
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enTironmental  data  for  any  proceeding 
in  progress. 

§  1108.4  Interpretalione. 

Interpretations,  either  written  or  oral, 
with  respect  to  the  meaning  of  these  reg¬ 
ulations  may  be  rendered  by  the  Director 
of  the  Office  of  Proceedings  or  designee. 
Any  such  interpretation  shall  be  advisory 
(mly,  and,  as  such,  not  binding  upon  the 
Commissicm  imless  specifically  endorsed 
by  the  Commission. 

§1108.5  Waivers  or  exemptions. 

(a)  The  Commission  may,  up<»i  its 
own  motion  or  application  of  any  in¬ 
terested  person  for  good  cause  shown, 
tions  by  order  such  waivers  or  exemp¬ 
tions  from  applicant  reporting  reqcire- 
ments  as  it  determines  is  authorized  by 
law  or  otherwise  in  the  public  interest. 
The  Cmnmission  may  wfdve  the  require¬ 
ment  that  an  environment  rQ)ort  ac¬ 
company  an  application  if  it  finds  that 
the  prc^TOsed  Federal  action  is  not 
‘Tnajor”  within  the  meaning  of  NEPA, 
or  that  the  submissi(xi  of  a  written  en¬ 
vironmental  report  is  Impractical  be¬ 
cause  of  time  limitations  and  would  lead 
to  delay  having  the  effect  of  denying  the 
relief  requested. 

(b)  Every  request  for  a  waiver  or  ex- 
empti<m  must  be  timely  filed,  in  writing, 
either  with  the  application  or  not  less 
than  10  days  before  the  due  date  (ff  the 
required  information. 

(c)  The  granting  of  a  waiver  or  ex¬ 
emption  under  these  regulations  will  not 
be  in  disregard  of  any  requirement  of 
NEPA  nor  shall  it  preclude  the  Com¬ 
mission  from  considering  mvironmental 
values  as  part  of  its  decision  on  the 
merits. 

Subpart  B — DefinHions 
§  1108.6  Definitions. 

As  defined  in  this  part: 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  as  amended.  . 

(b)  “Application”  includes  a  request 
by  an  applicant,  complainant,  (M*  propo¬ 
nent  for  the  granting  of  any  right,  priv¬ 
ilege,  authority,  or  relief  under  or  from 
any  provisirm  of  the  act,  any  regulation 
or  requirement  made  pursuant  to  a  power 
granted  by  such  act,  or  any  other  statute 
conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

(c)  “Cwnmisslon”  means  the  Interstate 
Ccmimerce  Commission. 

(d)  “Detailed  ^vironmental  Impact 
report”  (DETR)  is  a  report  to  be  filed  by 
each  applicant  along  with  the  implication 
(xmtaining  the  information  as  set  forth 
in  S  1108.12(a)  in  those  Instances  when 
an  environmmtal  impact  statement  is 
ncHinaUy  prepared. 

(e)  “Envlixmmental  impact”  is  any  al- 
teratim  oi  envlrcmmaital  conditicHis  or 
creation  of  a  new  set  of  environmental 
conditions,  adverse  or  b^eficlal,  caused 
or  Induced  the  action  or  set  of  ac- 
tlims  tmder  ccmsideratlcm. 

(f)  “Environmental  Impact  statement” 
(EIS)  is  a  (xunplete  and  fully  ccxnprA^- 
slve  oivlronmental  analy^  including 
such  formal  review  as  may  be  provided  by 


other  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies 
and  the  public  pursuant  to  section  102(2) 
(C)  of  NEPA.  The  EIS  is  developed  in  two 
stages,  draft  and  final. 

(g)  “Suimlemental  envlronm^tal 
evaluation”  (SEE)  is  a  statement  c<m- 
taining  the  information  required  by 
S  1108.12  (b)  or  (c).  as  apprcmriate.  A 
siippl^nental  environmratal  evaluation 
shall  be  filed  by  each  applicant,  propo¬ 
nent,  or  complainant  seeking  authori^- 
tion  or  relief  in  actions  listed  in  S  1108.9 

(a). 

(h)  "Environmental  threshold  assess¬ 
ment  survey”  (TAS)  Is  a  written  En¬ 
vironmental  Affairs  Staff  study  conclud¬ 
ing  that  an  EIS  is  not  necessary.  The 
study  Includes  a  review  of  the  proposed 
action,  the  supplemental  environmental 
evaluation,  and  other  available  data.  The 
TAS  identifies  areas  of  relevant  envirtm- 
mental  crnicem  and  assesses  alternatives 
to  the  pnmosed  action. 

(i)  “Federal  action”  Includes  the  en¬ 
tire  range  of  activities  undertaken  by  the 
Conunission. 

( j )  "Major  Federal  action"  is  any  Fed¬ 
eral  action  which  requires  the  substan¬ 
tial  ccanmitment  of  resources  or  triggers 
such  a  substantial  commitment  by  others. 

(k)  “NEPA”  means  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

(l)  "Summary  environmental  negative 
declaration”  (SEND)  Is  a  statement  in  an 
initial  procedural  order  indicating  that 
the  prcHXksal  is  not  a  major  Federal  ac¬ 
tion  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  human  envlronmoit  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969. 

Subpart  C — Designation  of  Responsibility 

§  1108.7  Designation  of  responsible 

staff. 

(a)  The  Environmental  Affairs  Staff  is 
assigned  the  responsibility  of  preparing 
environmental  impact  statnnents  and  re¬ 
lated  docum^ts. 

(b)  The  Assistant  to  the  Director  for 
Envinmmental  Affairs  shall  maintain 
liaison  for  the  Commission  with  the 
CkHmcil  on  Envlroiun^tal  Quality,  the 
Environmental  Protectltm  Agency  (EPA) , 
and  the  other  departmoits  and  ag^cles 
with  interest  or  expertise  in  ^vtrcm- 
mental  matters.  Duties  of  the  Assistant 
to  the  Director  for  Environmental  Af¬ 
fairs,  or  designees,  shall  Include,  among 
other  things: 

(1)  Com-dination  of  environmental 
policies  with  Commission  practices  and 
procedures; 

(2)  Supervision  of  the  Environmental 
Affairs  Staff  in  carrying  out  the  functions 
and  responsibilities  duly  assigned ; 

(3)  Preparation  of  a  quarterly  list  of 
all  envirxmmental  Impact  statements  and 
threshold  assessment  surveys  prepared 
under  the  circumstances  set  forth  in 
S  1108.13(b);  and 

(4)  Provision  of  advisory  assistance  to 
Commission  declsloiunakers  (groups  and 
Individuals)  in  any  pr(x:eedlng  action 
wherdn  there  arises  ^vlronmental  is¬ 
sues  requiring  the  special  competence 
and  expertise  of  the  mulUdlsclidinary 
Envtnmmaital  Affairs  Staff. 


Subpart  D — Identification  of  Major  Federal 

Actions  Significantly  Affecting  the  Qual¬ 
ity  of  the  Human  Environment 

§  1108.8  Actioiu  significantly  affecting 
the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment. 

(a)  In  determining  whether  a  proposed 
action  will  significantly  affect  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  consideration 
will  be  given  to: 

(1)  The  extent  to  which  the  action  will 
cause  envlronm^tal  effects  in  excess  of 
those  created  by  existing  uses  In  the 
area  affected  by  it; 

(2)  The  absolute  quantitative  environ¬ 
mental  effects  of  the  action  itself,  includ¬ 
ing  the  cumulative  harm  that  results 
from  its  contribution  to  existing  adverse 
condltimis  or  uses  in  the  affected  area; 
and 

(3)  The  extoit  to  which  the  proposed 
action  is  consistent  with  local  land  use 
plans. 

(b)  In  determining  whether  an  action 
is  a  major  Federal  action,  consideration 
will  also  be  given  to  the  following: 

(1)  Whether  the  action  is  environ¬ 
mentally  controversial; 

(2)  Whether  proposed  actions,  though 
individually  limited,  may  cumulatively 
have  a  significant  environmental  im¬ 
pact;  and 

(3)  Whether  the  proposed  action  in¬ 
volves  secondary  or  indirect  effects  upon 
patterns  of  social  and  economic  activity. 

(c)  If  it  is  determined  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  action  contemplated  is  "major"  and 
will  have  a  significant  impact  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment,  the 
Environmental  Affairs  Staff  will  prepare 
an  EIS  in  accordance  with  §  1108.14 
Such  actions  include,  but  are  not  limited 
to,  actions  which  would  have  a  signifi¬ 
cant  impact  or  effect  on: 

(1)  Air,  noise,  or  water  pollution; 

(2)  Consumption  of  energy  or  natural 
resources; 

(3)  Diversion  of  traffic  from  one  mode 
of  transportation  to  another; 

(4)  Land  use  plans,  policies,  or  con¬ 
trols; 

(5)  Recreation  sites  or  wildlife  areas; 

(6)  Publicly  owned  lands  or  parks; 

(7)  Areas  of  cultural,  historical,  or 
archaeological  significance;  or 

(8)  The  safety  of  the  community. 

(d)  The  following  classes  of  actions 
have  the  p<^ntlal  for  significant  envi¬ 
ronmental  Impact  and  normally  require 
an  EIS: 

(1)  Rail  line  constructions; 

(2)  Commuter  fare  increases; 

(3)  Discontinuance  of  passenger 
trains;  and 

(4)  Merger,  control,  or  consolidation 
involving  two  or  more  class  I  railroads. 

(e)  If  for  some  reason  an  EIS  Is  not 
required  for  an  action  Included  In  one 
of  the  classes  listed  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section,  the  following  procedure  will 
apply: 

(1)  The  Environmental  Affairs  Staff 
will  normally  prepare  a  TAS  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  1 1108.13;  and 

(2)  The  Commission  will  notify  all 
parties,  CEQ,  and  the  public  that  an  EIS 
wUl  not  be  prepared. 
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§  1108.9  Actions  with  a  potential  eiTect 
on  the  environment. 

(a)  The  following  classes  of  actions 
may  have  environmental  issues  present, 
but  normally  do  not  require  an  EIS: 

(1)  Abandonment,  acquisition,  or  op¬ 
eration  of  a  line  of  railroad; 

(2)  Common  use  of  rail  terminals: 

(3)  Railroad  merger,  purchase,  con¬ 
trol,  or  trackage  rights  proceedings,  ex¬ 
cept  as  provided  in  §  1108.8(d)  (4) ; 

(4)  Water  carrier  certification; 

(5)  Investigation  and  suspension,  rate 
complaint,  or  formal  docket  cases  involv¬ 
ing  recyclable  commodities; 

(6)  Rulemaking  and  legislative  pro¬ 
posals  affecting  carrier  operations;  and 

(7)  General  rate  increases. 

(b)  Actions  listed  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  will  be  examined  on  a  case- 
by-case  basis,  with  the  supporting  data, 
in  order  to  determine  whether  a  SEND 
is  appropriate,  or  whether  further  en¬ 
vironmental  analysis,  in  the  form  of  an 
EIS  or  TAS,  may  be  required. 

§1108.10  Actions  where  no  environmen¬ 
tal  issues  are  pr^ent. 

(a)  If  it  is  determined  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  action  contemplated  is  not  “major” 
in  character  within  the  meaning  of 
NEPA,  or  that  the  environmental  im¬ 
pacts  are  Inconsequential  or  not  cogniz¬ 
able  under  NEPA,  or  that  the  allegations 
of  impacts  are  frivolous,  an  initial  pro¬ 
cedural  order  shall  Include  a  SEND  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  proposal  is  not  a  major  FM- 
eral  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  with¬ 
in  the  meaning  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

(b)  For  proceedings  not  listed  in 
$$  1108.8(d)  and  1108.9(a)  the  initial 
procedural  order  will  normally  contain 
a  SEND.  If  any  interested  person,  or  the 
Commission  cm  its  own  initiative,  Identi- 
fles  environmental  Issues  of  consequence, 
an  action  falling  within  the  scope  of  this 
section  will  be  subject  to  further  en¬ 
vironmental  evaluation. 

(c)  If  environmental  issues  of  conse¬ 
quence  arise  after  a  SEND  has  been 
served,  the  Commission  shall  assess  such 
issues  and,  in  appropriate  Instances,  pre¬ 
pare  a  TAS  or  EIS. 

§  1108.11  Review  of  environmental  de¬ 
termination. 

Any  determination  with  respect  to  en¬ 
vironmental  Issues  will  be  subject  to 
Commission  review  in  the  same  manner 
as  other  Issues  in  the  proceeding. 

Subpart  E — Environmental  Procedures 
§1108.12  Reporting  requirements. 

(a)  Detailed  environmental  impact  re¬ 
port  iDEIR) . — ^Every  application  within 
§  1108.8(d)  shall  include  a  railR,  similar 
in  scope  to  an  EIIS  under  section  102(2) 
(C)  of  NEPA. 

(1)  A  DEIR  will  include,  but  not  be 
limited  to,  a  discussion  of  the  fc^owlng, 
as  appropriate: 

(I)  A  description  of  the  proposed 
action; 

(II)  The  rdatlonshlp  of  the  propoaed 
action  to  land  use  plans,  policies,  and 
controls  for  the  affected  area; 


(ill)  The  probable  impacts  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  on  the  environment,  in¬ 
cluding  secondary  or  indirect,  as  well  as 
primary  or  direct.  Impacts; 

(iv)  Alternatives  to  the  proposed 
action; 

(v)  Any  adverse  environmental  effects 
which  cannot  be  avoided; 

(vi)  The  relationship  between  local 
short-term  uses  of  man’s  environment 
and  the  maintenance  and  enhancement 
of  long-term  productivity;  and 

(vii)  Irreversible  and  irretrievable 
commitments  of  resources  which  will  be 
involved  in  the  proposed  action  should 
it  be  implemented. 

(2)  The  DEIR  should  also  address  the 
considerations  set  forth  in  9§  1108.8  (b) 
and  (c),  as  appropriate. 

(3)  For  actions  described  in  S  1108.8 

(d),  applicants  may  contact  the  Assist¬ 
ant  to  the  Director  for  Environmental 
Affairs  for  assistance  and  advice  on  how 
to  prepare  the  DEIR.  Early  and  con¬ 
tinuing  consultation  with  the  Assistant 
to  the  Director  for  Environmental  Af¬ 
fairs,  even  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  £q>- 
plicatlon.  is  encouraged.  This  consulta¬ 
tion  should  regard,  among  other  things: 

(1)  The  need  for  consultants  and  experts 
for  special  studies  (such  as  archaeolog¬ 
ical  surveys,  diversion  modeling,  et 
cetera),  (il)  Specification  of  additional 
environmental  Information  required,  and 
(ill)  Early  awareness  of  related  Federal 
actions  proposed  by  applicant  or  others. 

(b)  Supplemental  environmental  eval¬ 
uation  iSEE). — (1)  Every  applicant, 
complainant,  or  proponent  instituting 
an  action  describe  in  S  1108.9(a)  shall 
submit  an  SEE  which,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (2)  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  shall  be  included  with  the  applica¬ 
tion. 

(2)  A  SEE  for  an  investigation  and 
suspension  or  a  formal  docket  case  in¬ 
volving  recyclable  commodities  must  be 
sutoiitted  within  thirty  (30)  days  after 
service  of  the  order  of  investigation. 

(3)  The  SEE  shall  include  a  discussion 
of  the  fcdlowlng,  as  appropriate: 

(i)  A  description,  in  narrative  form, 
of  the  cont^plated  action; 

(il)  An  indication  of  related  appllca- 
ti<ms  or  proposals  before  the  Commission 
or  not  yet  filed  but  cont«nplated; 

(ill)  The  involvement  of  any  other 
Federal,  State,  or  local  govemmoital 
agency  (including  the  need  for  additional 
permits  or  licenses  or  the  expectation  of 
funding  or  financing); 

(iv)  The  anticipate  envlr(Himental 
impacts; 

(v)  Anticipated  increases  in  energy 
requirements  or  natural  resource  c<m- 
sumptlon; 

(vi)  Probable  and  potential  changes  in 
transportation  t}attenis: 

(vU)  The  anticipated  amount  of  traffic 
diversion  to  alternate  modes  of  trans¬ 
portation,  and.  If  no  diversion  Is  antici¬ 
pated.  the  reasons  why;  and 

(vUl)  llie  alternatives  to  the  inroposed 
action  which  iqpiAlcant,  proponent,  or 
comitialnant  has  considered. 

(c)  AdditUmal  environmental  infor¬ 
mation  for  rail  abandonment  applica¬ 
tions. — In  addition  to  the  InformatlMi 


listed  in  paragrai^  (b)  of  this  section 
applications  to  abandon  a  line  of  rail¬ 
road,  or  operations  over  such  line,  shall 
include  the  following,  as  appropriate: 

(1)  A  description,  in  narrative  form, 
of  the  contemplated  action,  including 
the  involvement  of  other  railroads  and 
r^ted  abandonment,  constinction,  or 
trackage  rights  applications; 

(2)  A  detailed  map  showing  the  exact 
locatkm  of  the  line  to  be  abandoned  and 
its  relationship  to  other  railroad  lines; 

(3)  The  most  recently  available  traf¬ 
fic  figures  for  the  line  in  question,  includ¬ 
ing  type  of  commodities  transported,  the 
amount  of  carloads  and  tons  handed, 
and  a  breakdown  of  traffic  received  and 
forwarded  at  each  station  on  the  line; 

(4)  The  munber  of  acres  in  the  right- 
of-way  proposed  for  abandonment  and. 
stated  separately,  in  the  railroad  prop¬ 
erty  appurtenant  thereto; 

(5)  Other  contemplated  abandon¬ 
ment  applications  which  will  have  a  di¬ 
rect  ^ect  on  the  geographic  region  in¬ 
volved  in  the  pending  application,  and 
an  analysis  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
line  to  be  abandoned  fits  in  with  the  ap¬ 
plicant’s  overall  opieratlcms  and  with 
available  transpx>rtation  service  in  or 
through  the  affected  area; 

(6)  The  number,  typie.  and  location. 
Including  a  description,  of  all  bridges, 
ciilverts,  and  grade  crossings,  or  any 
other  structures  on  the  line; 

(7)  The  anticipated  p^ns  for  salvage 
(perations,  including  the  removal  or  sale 
of  rail  and  ties,  and  the  plans  tor  re¬ 
moval  of  bridges  and  all  structures,  and 
stepts  to  be  taken  to  avoid  the  creatiem  of 
public  safety  hazards  as  a  result  of  sal¬ 
vage  opierations: 

(8)  Federal,  State,  or  local  laws  or  ordi¬ 
nances  relating  to  salvage  oppratlonsr 

(9)  The  gmeral  nature  of  ownership 
of  the  underiying  right-of-way,  and  sp>e- 
clflc  ptians  for  the  propierty  made  avall- 
altie  for  dlsppsition  by  the  abandonment; 

(10)  A  description  of  ciurrmt  land  use 
in  the  area  directly  adjacent  to  the  line 
and  in  the  tributary  territory;  and 

(11)  The  kind  and  amoxmt  oi  prop>erty 
taxes  pxdd  by  the  railroad  to  the  local 
communities  in  the  last  2  calendar  years. 

(d)  Applicant's  environmental  dec¬ 
laration. — ^Applications  described  in 
9  1108.10  shall  Include  a  statement  indi¬ 
cating  the  presence  or  absence  of  any 
environmental  impact  of  the  proppsed 
actlcm.  If  environmental  Impiacts,  either 
adverse  or  beneficial,  are  alleged,  they 
must  be  identified  and  quantified  to  the 
maximiun  extent  pnacticable. 

(e>  Representations  of  other  parties. — 
Persons  filing  a  protest  or  other  repire- 
sentatlon  in  a  proceeding  before  the' 
Commission  may  include  a  statement  in¬ 
dicating  the  pxesence  or  absence  of  en- 
vlrcxunental  Impaacts.  A  statement  alleg¬ 
ing  a  significant  ^vlronmental  Impact 
shall  indicate  with  sp>eciflc  data  the  exact 
nature  and  degree  of  the  anticipated 
impnet. 

(f )  Additional  information. — ^The  sup¬ 
plemental  information  required  tr  the 
previous  putragr^phs  shall  not  preclude 
the  Commission  from  requiring  addi¬ 
tional  Information  from  a  party  needed 
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to  make  a  determination  as  to  the  envi- 
ronm^tal  significance  of  the  contem* 
plated  action.  Hie  Commission  may  re* 
quire  a  party  to  perform  additional  con¬ 
tract  or  other  studies  deemed  necessary 
to  oiable  full  and  complete  evaluation 
of  pertinent  environmental  issues. 

§  1108.13  Preparation  of  environmental 
threshold  assessment  surveys. 

(a)  Upon  a  determination  that  a  pro¬ 
posed  action  will  not  have  a  significant 
effect  on  the  environment,  but  the  po¬ 
tential  envlrcmmental  impacts  are  such 
that  a  SEND  is  not  appropriate,  a  TAS 
will  be  prepared. 

(b)  In  addition,  if  it  is  determined  that 
an  EIS  is  not  necessary  for  a  proposed 
acUrai  (1)  Identified  in  §  1108.8(d)  as 
normally  requiring  an  EIS,  (2)  Similar 
to  prior  actions  for  which  an  EffS  has 
generally  been  prepared,  (3)  Which  the 
Commission  previously  announced  would 
be  the  subject  of  an  EIS,  or  (4)  For 
which  the  Commission  has  received  a  re¬ 
quest  from  CEQ  to  prepare  an  EIS,  a 
TAS  will  normally  be  prepared  setting 
forth  the  reasons  why  an  EIS  is  not  being 
prepared. 

(c)  The  TAS  shall  include,  but  not  be 
limited  to,  Uie  following: 

(1)  A  statement  of  the  facts,  describ¬ 
ing  the  proposed  action; 

(2)  Identification  of  all  areas  of  rele¬ 
vant  environmental  concern*  and  reasons 
why  impacts  are  Insignificant;  and 

(3)  Discussion  of  the  alternatives  to 
the  action  and  the  anticipated  environ¬ 
mental  consequences  of  such  alterna¬ 
tives. 

(d)  Notice  of  the  conclusions  in  the 
TAS  will  be  served  on  all  parties  and  will 
be  made  available  to  the  public  by  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  and/or 
publication  in  local  newspapers. 

(e)  Substantive  comments  of  an  en¬ 
vironmental  nature  received  in  response 
to  the  notice  specified  in  paragraph  (d) 
of  this  section  shall  be  filed  in  writing 
within  30  days  of  the  date  of  service  of 
said  XK>tice.  Comments  received  will  be 
considered  and  a  determinaticm  made  to 

(1)  Affirm  the  prior  finding  of  no  signif¬ 
icant  Impact  without  modification,  (2) 
Modify  or  amend  the  TAS,  or  (3)  Pre¬ 
pare  an  EIS  for  the  proposed  action. 

§  1108.14  Preparation  of  environmental 
impact  statements. 

(a)  General — ^Upon  a  determination 
that  a  proposed  action  may  have  a  signif- 

-  leant  effect  uopn  the  quality  of  the  hu¬ 
man  environment,  the  Environmental 
Affairs  Staff  will  prepare  an  £ffS.  The 
FIS  is  normally  comprised  of  two  stages, 
draft  and  final.  The  draft  statemoit  must 
satisfy  to  the  fullest  extent  possible,  at 
the  time  of  its  preparation,  the  require¬ 
ments  established  for  final  statements  by 
section  102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA.  An  EIS  shaU 
be  prepared  early  enough  to  be  part  of 
the  decisionmaking  process  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  action  to  which  it  relates. 

(b)  Draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments,. — ^In  preparing  draft  EIS  the  En- 
vlitmn^tal  Affairs  Staff  will  take  Into 
account  the  guidelines  set  forth  In  40 
CFR  1500.7-1500.8  (28  FR  20552-3). 
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Draft  statements  will  set  forth  in  detail: 

(1)  The  environmental  impact  of  the 
proposed  or  contemplated  action; 

(2)  Adverse  environmental  effects 
which  cannot  be  avoided  should  the  pro¬ 
posed  or  contemplated  action  be  imple¬ 
mented; 

(3)  Alternatives  to  the  proposed  or 
contemplated  action; 

(4)  The  relationship  between  local 
short-term  uses  of  man’s  environment 
and  the  maintenance  and  enhancement 
of  long-term  productivity;  and 

(5)  Irreversible  and  irretrievable  com¬ 
mitments  of  resources  which  would  be 
involved  in  the  proposed  or  contemplated 
action  should  it  be  implemented. 

In  some  cases  environmental  impact 
statements  may  be  prepared  by  private 
consultants.  In  all  cases  the  Commission 
will  make  its  own  evaluation  of  the  en¬ 
vironmental  issues  and  take  responsibil¬ 
ity  for  the  scope  and  content  of  draft  and 
final  environmental  impact  statements. 

(c)  Filing  and  distribution  of  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statements. — ^Draft 
EIS  will  be  filed  in  the  docket  and  dis¬ 
tributed  to  CEQ,  EPA,  the  parties,  and 
Federal  agencies  having  special  exper¬ 
tise  or  jurisdiction  with  respect  to  re¬ 
lated  environmental  impacts  and  author¬ 
ized  to  develop  and  enforce  relevant  en¬ 
vironmental  standards  (See  appendixes 
II  and  m  to  40  CFR  1500  (38  F.R. 
20557-62) ).  Draft  EIS  will  also  be  made 
available  to  State  and  local  governments, 
as  appropriate,  and  to  other  interested 
persons. 

(d)  Request  for  comments  on  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statements. — The 
draft  statement  shall  be  accompanied  by 
a  notice  requesting  commente  on  the 
draft.  Normally  the  comments  will  be  due 
within  forty-five  (45)  days  from  the  date 
the  draft  EIS  is  made  available  to  CEQ 
and  the  public.  An  original,  and  to  the 
extent  practicable,  six  (6)  copies  of  any 
such  comments  should  be  submitted  to 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Cwnmerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423. 

(e)  Final  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ments. — After  receipt  of  comments  on 
the  draft  statement,  the  Environmental 
Affairs  Staff  will  prepare  a  final  EIS  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  for 
draft  statements.  To  the  extent  opposing 
professional  views  and  responsible  opin¬ 
ion  on  the  environmental  effects  of  the 
proposed  or  contemplated  action  have 
not  been  discussed  in  the  draft  state¬ 
ment,  but  are  brought  out  by  the  com¬ 
ments,  the  environmental  effect  of  the 
action  will  be  reviewed  In  the  light  of 
those  comments.  The  final  EIS  will  con¬ 
tain  responsive  reference  to  such  views 
and  opinion.  All  substantive  comments 
on  the  draft  EIS  (or  smnmarles  thereof 
where  the  response  is  voluminous)  will 
be  attached  to  the  final  EIS,  whether  or 
not  each  such  comment  is  thought  to 
merit  individual  discussion  in  the  text  of 
the  statement.  The  final  EIS  will  be  filed 
and  distributed  to  those  who  submitted 
substantive  comments  on  the  draft  state¬ 
ment.  In  all  Instances  the  final  EIS  will 
be  distributed  to  CEQ,  EPA,  all  parties  to 
the  proceeding,  and  any  person  request¬ 
ing  a  copy.  The  final  EIS  and  substantive 


comments  received  on  the' draft  state¬ 
ment  will  accompany  the  proposal 
through  the  Commi^ion’s  review  process.  * 

§  1108.15  Poblic  meetinm  in  prepara* 
lion  of  environmental  intpael  Ktate- 
inents. 

During  the  preparation  of  an  EIS 
where  issues 'are  imusually  complex  or 
there  is  substantial  public  controversy, 
the  Commission  may  call  public  meetings 
for  further  input.  Such  public  meetings 
may  be  scheduled  independently  of  or  in 
conjunction  with  formal  public  hearings 
which  may  be  held  for  a  particular  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Formal  transcripts  of  suen 
meeting  normally  will  be  made. 

§  1108.16  Minimum  periods  for  review. 

(a)  To  the  maximum  extent  practica¬ 
ble,  no  final  administrative  action  sub¬ 
ject  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  NEPA  will 
be  taken  sooner  than  ninety  (90)  days 
after  the  date  the  draft  statement  is 
made  available  to  CEQ  and  the  public. 
Neither  shall  such  final  administrative 
action  be  taken  sooner  than  thirty  (30) 
days  after  the  date  the  final  ElB  has  been 
available  to  CEQ  and  the  public.  The 
ninety  (90)  -day  and  thirty  (30)  -day  pe¬ 
riods  described  above  may  run  concur¬ 
rently  to  the  extent  they  overlap. 

(b)  When  oral  hearings  are  contem¬ 
plated  for  a  particular  proceeding  in 
which  an  EIS  has  been  prepared,  the 
final  EIS  will  be  available  to  the  public 
at  least  fifteen  (15)  days  prior  to  that 
portion  of  the  oral  hearing  relating  to 
the  impact  statement,  except  as  provided 
in  subsection  (d) . 

(c)  Where  anergency  circumstances 
make  it  necessary  to  take  an  action 
with  significant  environmental  impact 
without  observing  the  provisions  of  these 
guidelines  concerning  minlmtun  periods 
for  agency  review  and  advance  avail¬ 
ability  of  enviixmmental  statements,  the 
Commission  will  consult  with  CEQ  about 
alternative  arrangements. 

(d)  In  light  of  the  statutory  obliga¬ 
tions  of  this  C^ommisslon  to  decide  cer¬ 
tain  cases  within  a  limited  time  period, 
the  c<»nmenting  period  for  the  draft 
statement  may  be  limited  to  thirty  (30) 
days  with  no  extensions  of  time  granted. 
In  addition,  the  thirty  (30) -day  waiting 
period  after  the  issuance  of  th.e  final  EIS 
shall  be  shortened  as  necessary.  In  the 
event  that  statutory  time  limitations  in 
a  particular  proceeding  make  it  imprac¬ 
tical  to  comply  with  the  procedures  as 
specified  in  these  rules,  the  final  EIS 
may  be  issued  after  the  conclusion  of 
the  evidentiary  hearings.  In  the  event 
that  any  decision  rests  upon  matters 
contained  in  a  final  impact  statement 
issued  after  the  conclusion  of  evidentiary 
hearings,  any  party  may  request  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  show  the  contrary. 

Subpart  F— Final  Determinations 
§1108.17  Hearing  procedure. 

(a)  Subject  to  procedural  require¬ 
ments  imposed  by  the  Commission  con¬ 
sistent  with  this  part,  in  appropriate  oral 
hearing  cases  the  final  EIS  will  be  sub¬ 
mitted  for  the  record. 
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(b)  Any  party  may  take  a  position, 
offer  probative  evidence,  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses  of  both  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Affairs  Staff  (with  respect  to  the 
preparation  of  the  statement)  and  the 
applicant  or  others  (with  respect  to  the 
environmental  information  supplied  by 
them),  in  light  of  the  final  EIS  and  on 
environmental  issues  within  the  sc<H>e 
of  the  proceeding.  The  Commission  may 
d^ignate  counsel  for  Environmental  Af¬ 
fairs  Staff  members  called  as  witnesses 
on  environmental  matters. 

§  1108.18  Initial  and  final  derisions. 

(a)  Where  environmental  matters  are 
in  issue  in  a  proceeding,  the  initial  de¬ 
cision  will  include  all  necessary  findings 
and  conclusions  on  such  issues.  It  may 
also  include  findings  and  conclusions 
which  affirm  or  modify  the  content  of 
an  EIS  or  TAS.  To  the  extent  such  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  differ  from  those  in 
the  EIS  or  TAS.  the  EIS  or  TAS  will  be 
deemed  modified  to  that  extent. 

(b)  If  the  Commission  in  a  final  deci¬ 
sion  reaches  conclusions  different  from 
those  contained  in  an  initial  decision 
with  respect  to  environmental  issues,  the 
EIS  or  TAS  will  be  deemed  modified  to 
that  extent. 

Subpart  G — Miscellaneous  Provisions 
§  1108.19  Official  notice. 

Hie  C<xnmission  may  take  ofiBcial 
notice  of  any  facts  relating  to  the  envi¬ 
ronmental  situation  before  it.  This  shall 
include  facts  set  forth  in  documents 
such  as  scientific  studies,  environmental 
lmpcu;t  statements,  governmental  re¬ 
ports,  and  maps,  which  have  not  been 
presented  in  evidence  by  any  party  of 
record.  In  the  event  any  decision  rests 
upon  official  notice  of  any  such  fact,  any 
party  may,  within  a  i>eriod  allowed  for 
the  filing  of  exceptions  or  petitions  for 
reconsideration,  request  an  opportunity 
to  show  the  contrary. 

§  1108.20  Cost  of  materials  distributed 
to  the  public. 

Copies  of  draft  and  final  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  statements  and  threshold  as¬ 
sessment  surveys  will  be  made  available 
to  the  public  upon  request  without 
charge,  to  the  extent  practicable,  or  at 
a  fee  not  exceeding  actual  reproduction 
costs. 

IPR  Doc.76-19563  Piled  7-6-76;8:46  am| 


Title  50— Wildlife  and  Rsheries 

CHAPTER  II— NATIONAL  MARINE  FISH¬ 
ERIES  SERVICE.  NATIONAL  OCEANIC 
AND  ATMOSPHERIC  ADMINISTRATION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
SUBCHAPTER  F— AID  TO  FISHERIES 
PART  258— FISHERMEN’S  PROTECTIVE 
ACT  PROCEDURES 
Provision  of  Fees 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-18846,  appearing  at  page 
26693,  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday.  June  29, 


1976,  change  the  effective  date  in  the 
fourth  paragraph  from  “July  29, 1976”  to 
“June  29,  1976”. 

Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  1— UNITED  STATES 
CUSTOMS  SERVICE 

[T.D.  76-190] 

PART  153— ANTIDUMPING 

Water  Circulating  Pumps,  Wet  Motor  Type, 
From  the  United  Kingdom 

Section  201(a)  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(a) ) , 
gives  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  determination  of  sales 
at  less  than  fair  value.  Piursuant  to  this 
authority  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
has  determined  that  water  circulating 
pumps,  wet  motor  type,  from  the  United 
Kingdom  are  being  or  are  likely  to  be. 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within  the 
meaning  of  section  201(a)  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C. 
160(a) ).  (Published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  March  3,  1976  (41  FR  9245)  ) . 

Section  201(a)  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(a) ) , 
gives  the  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission  responsibility  for  de¬ 
termination  of  injury  or  likelihood  of  in¬ 
jury.  Hie  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission  has  determined,  and 
on  May  27, 1976,  it  notified  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasiury,  that  an  industry  in  the 
United  States  is  being  injured  by  reason 
of  the  importation  of  water  circulating 
pumps,  wet  motor  type,  from  the  United 
Kingdom  that  are  being,  or  are  likely 
to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping  Act, 
1921,  as  amended.  (Published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  June  4,  1976  (41  FR 
22635)). 

On  behalf  of  the  Slecretary  of  the 
Treasury.  I  hereby  make  public  these 
determinations,  which  constitute  a  find¬ 
ing  of  dumping  with  respect  to  water 
circulating  pumps,  wet  motor  type,  suit¬ 
able  for  use  in  residential  and  commer¬ 
cial  hydronic  heating  systems,  from  the 
United  Kingdom. 

§  153.43  [Amended] 

Section  153.43  of  the  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
to  the  list  of  findings  of  dumping  cur¬ 
rently  in  effect: 


Merchandise 

Country 

Treasury 

Deoision 

Water  circulating  pumps, 

United  Eingdom.. 

76-198 

wet  motor  type. 

(Secs.  301,  407,  42  Stat.  11,  as  amended,  18: 
19  U.S.C.  160, 173.) 


David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

June  30,  1976. 

IPTEl  Doc.76-19491  Piled  7-6-76:8:46  am] 
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proposed  rules 


This  ssction  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  ar>d  resulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
[50CFRPart32] 

HUNTING 

Proposed  Opening  of  Ouray  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  Utah  to  Hunting  of  Migra¬ 
tory  Game  Birds 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  50  CFR  Part  32  be  amended 
by  the  addition  of  the  Ouray  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Utah,  to  the  list  of 
refuge  areas  open  for  the  hunting  of 
migratory  game  birds,  which  is  published 
at  50  CFR  32.11. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  16  U.S.C. 
668dd(d),  as  redelegated  to  the  Director 
of  the  United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  at  DM  242.1.1,  the  Director  may 
opoi  refuge  areas  to  public  hunting  upon 
a  determination  that  It  would  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  provisirms  of  all  laws  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  area,  would  be  compatible 
with  the  principles  of  sound  wildlife 
management,  would  otherwise  be  in  the 
public  interest  and  that  such  use  is  com¬ 
patible  with  the  maJmr  purposes  for 
which  such  areas  established.  As  a 
general  rule,  most  areas  within  the  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge  System  are  closed 
to  hunting  until  ofBciaUy  opened  by  reg¬ 
ulation.  It  is  the  purpose  of  this  proposed 
rulemaking  to  allow  the  himting  of 
migratory  game  birds,  wx  the  Ouray  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  which  is  presently 
prohibited. 

Furthermore,  pursuant  to  the  reqiure- 
ments  of  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Enviromnental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(42  US.C.  4332(2X0),  an  wiviron- 
mental  assessment  has  been  prepared  on 
this  proix)sal  which  will  help  determine 
whether  this  rulemaking  constitutes  a 
major  federal  acticm  significantly  affect¬ 
ing  the  human  environment.  A  copy  of 
this  assessment  is  available  at  the  ad¬ 
dress  below. 

The  policy  of  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  is,  whenever  practical,  to  afford 
the  public  an  opportunity  to  participate 
in  the  rulemaking  process.  Therefore,  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  submit  written 
cmnments,  suggestions,  or  objections  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendment  to  the 
Regional  Director,  UJEL  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  P.O.  Box  25486,  Denver  Federal 
Cent^,  Denver,  Colorado  80225  by 
July  31, 1976. 


Accordingly,  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
S  32.11,  in  Title  50  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  by  the  addition  of: 

Utah 

OURAY  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Dated:  June  29,  1976. 

F.  Eugene  Hester, 

Acting  Director, 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

IFB  Doc.76-194^16  Filed  7-«-76;8:45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part  916] 

HANDLING  OF  NECTARINES  GROWN 
IN  CALIFORNIA 

Approval  of  Expenses  end  Fixing  of  Rate 

of  Assessment  for  the  1976-77  Fiscal 

Period 

This  notice  invites  written  comment 
relative  to  the  proposed  expenses  of 
$765,380  and  rate  of  assessment  of  $0,065 
per  No.  22D  standard  lug  box  of  nec¬ 
tarines  to  support  the  activities  of  the 
Nectarine  Administrative  Committee  for 
the  1976-77  fiscal  period  under  Market¬ 
ing  Order  No.  916. 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  proposals  submitted  by  the  Nec¬ 
tarine  Administrative  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  imder  the  marketing  agreement, 
as  amended,  and  Order  No.  916,  as 
amended  (7  (?FR  Part  916),  regulating 
the  handling  of  nectarines  grown  in 
Cidifomia,  effective  under  the  applica¬ 
ble  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  TJS.C.  601-674),  as  the 
agency  to  administer  the  terms  and  pro¬ 
visions  thereof: 

(1)  That  expenses  that  are  reasonable 
and  likely  to  be  Incurred  by  the  Nec¬ 
tarine  Administrative  Committee,  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  March  1,  1976,  through 
February  28,  1977,  will  amount  to  $765,- 
380;  and 

(2)  The  rate  of  assessment  for  such 
period,  payable  by  each  handler  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  S  916.41  to  be  fixed  at 
$0,065  per  No.  22D  standard  lug  bme,  or 
equivalent  quantity  of  nectarines  in 
other  contalnm  or  in  bulk. 

Terms  used  In  the  maiiceting  agree¬ 
ment,  as  amended,  and  order,  as 
amended,  shall,  when  used  herein,  have 


the  same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the  re¬ 
spective  term  in  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order,  and  “No.  22D 
standard  lug  box”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  set  forth  in  Section  1387.11 
of  the  “Regulations  of  the  California 
Department  of  Food  and  Agriculture.” 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  in 
connection  with  the  aforesaid  proposals 
should  file  the  same,  in  quadruplicate, 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  112, 
Administration  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  not  later  than  July  23,  1976. 
All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Hearing  Cleric  during  regular  business 
hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Dated:  July  1,  1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

IPR  Doc.76-19556  Piled  7-6-76;8:45  am) 


[7  CFR  Part  1124] 

(Docket  No.  AO  368-A91 

MILK  IN  THE  OREGON-WASHINGTON 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and  Op¬ 
portunity  To  File  Written  Exceptions  on 
Proposed  Aoiendments  to  Tentative 
Marketing  Agreement  and  to  Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  filing  with' 
the  Hearing  Clerk  of  this  recommended 
decision  with  respect  to  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Oregon-Washington  mar¬ 
keting  area. 

Interested  parties  may  file  written  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  decision  with  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk.  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  on 
or  before  July  22,  1976.  The  exceptions 
riiould  be  filed  in  quadruplicate.  All  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  made  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  made  available  for  public 
Inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CVR  1.27(b)). 

Hie  above  notice  of  filing  of  the  de¬ 
cision  and  of  opportunity  to  file  excep- 
tUms  thereto  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
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Agreement  Act  of  1937.  as  amended  (7 
U.8.C.  601  et  seq.).  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree- 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900). 

Preliminary  Statement 

The  hearing  on  the  record  of  which 
the  proposed  amendments,  as  herein¬ 
after  set  forth,  to  the  tentative  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  to  the  order  as 
amended,  were  formulated,  was  con¬ 
duct^  at  Beaverton,  Oregon,  on  March 
10-11,  1976,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof 
which  was  l^ued  on  February  24,  1976 
(41  FR  8189). 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Diversion  of  producer  milk. 

2.  Location  adjustments. 

3.  Partial  pasmients  to  producers. 

4.  C^rges  on  overdue  obligations. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  material  Issues  are  based  (m  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof: 

1.  Diversion  of  producer  milk.  The  di¬ 
version  provisions  of  the  order  should  be 
revised  to  provide  that  milk  of  a  dairy 
farmer  shall  be  eligible  for  diverson  as 
producer  milk  only  after  such  dairy 
farmer’s  status  as  a  producer  has  been 
established  on  the  basis  of  physical  re¬ 
ceipt  of  milk  at  a  pool  plan't.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  during  the  months  of  September, 
October,  or  November,  at  least  one  de¬ 
livery  must  be  received  at  a  pool  plant 
during  the  month  to  qualify  such  pro¬ 
ducer’s  milk  for  diversion  privileges  dur¬ 
ing  the  month. 

A  producer  who  meets  the  one  day 
delivery  requirement  in  all  three  months, 
September-November,  is  eligible  to  have 
his  milk  diverted  as  producer  milk  in  any 
subsequent  months  through  August, 
without  further  qualifying  deliveries  to  a 
pool  plant.  A  producer  whose  milk  was 
not  received  at  a  pool  plant  at  least  one 
day  during  each  of  the  months  of  Sep¬ 
tember-November  also  must  make  one 
*  delivery  of  his  milk  to  a  pool  plant  during 
any  month  to  qualify  his  milk  for  diver¬ 
sion  during  such  month.  When  this  de¬ 
livery  requirement  has  been  met  for 
three  consecutive  months,  such  pro¬ 
ducer’s  milk  is  elgible  for  diversion  as 
producer  milk  in  subsequent  months 
through  August  without  *  further  de¬ 
liveries  to  a  pool  plant. 

A  producer’s  milk  now  may  be  di¬ 
verted  only  after  a  previous  receipt  of 
such  producer’s  milk  at  a  pool  plant,  and 
in  any  month  at  least  three  deliveries 
of  his  milk  must  be  made  to  a  pool  plant. 
The  order  limits  diversions  of  producer 
milk  in  the  aggregate,  by  either  a  co¬ 
operative  or  a  proprietary  handler,  to  a 
quantity  no  greater  than  that  delivered 
to  a  pool  plant(s)  in  the  same  month. 
This  quantity  limitation  was  not  at  issue 
in  this  proceeding. 

Tlie  diversion  provisions  are  in¬ 
tended  to  facilitate  the  efScient  handling 
of  the  market’s  reserve  milk  supply.  Milk 
not  needed  at  a  pool  plant  may  be 


handled  most  efficiently  by  movement 
directly  from  the  farms  (diverted)  to 
nonpool  manufacturing  plants  rather 
than  by  receipt  at  a  pool  plant  and  sub¬ 
sequent  transfer. 

The  Farmers  Cooperative  Creamery 
Association,  Portland  Independent  Milk 
Producers  Association  and  the  Corvallis 
Milk  Producers  Association,  representing 
their  member  producers  on  the  market, 
jointly  requested  a  modification  of  the 
diversion  qualification  provisions  ap¬ 
plicable  to  a  cooperative  association  as 
the  diverting  handler.  They  proposed  a 
one  delivery  requirement  during  each 
month  of  September,  October,  and  No¬ 
vember  as  a  condition  for  diversion  of 
any  producer’s  milk  in  such  months  and 
in  the  succeeding  months  through  Au¬ 
gust  each  year. 

Their  proposal  as  noticed  would  apply 
to  milk  of  “member  producers”  only 
whereas  the  diversion  provisions  of  the 
order  currently  are  not  so  limited.  At  the 
hearing,  proponents  modified  their  pro¬ 
posal  to  apply  to  any  producer.  In  their 
post  hearing  brief  they  Indicated  that  it 
was  neither  relevant  nor  their  Intent  to 
make  a  substantive  change  in  the  diver¬ 
sion  rule  which  would  limit  diversions  to 
milk  of  cooperative  members. 

A  corollary  proposal  by  Safeway 
Stores,  Inc.,  included  in  the  hearing 
notice,  would  modify  the  diversion  rules 
applicable  to  proprietary  handlers  es¬ 
sentially  in  the  same  manner  as  that  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  three  cooperatives.  At  the 
hearing,  all  parties  testifying  on  the  di¬ 
version  issue  recognized  the  need  for  a 
similar  application  of  diversion  provi¬ 
sions  to  both  cooperative  associations 
and  proprietary  handlers. 

Supporting  the  diversion  rule  changes 
applicable  to  both  cooperatives  and  pro¬ 
prietary  handlers  were  two  additional 
cooperative  associations,  four  non -co- 
operative  producer  groups  and  associa¬ 
tions,  and  a  proprietary  handler. 

The  chief  reasons  given  in  support  of 
the  proposed  relaxation  of  the  receipt 
requirements  were  that  such  revision 
would  save  substantial  imeconomic  haul¬ 
ing  and  handling  expenses  now  being 
necessarily  incurred  to  preserve  producer 
status  for  a  large  quantity  of  reserve  milk 
associated  with  the  maiiiet  and  would 
provide  maximum  fiexibility  for  the  han¬ 
dling  of  market  fluid  milk  reserves. 

Recent  institutional  changes  in  the 
market  were  cited  on  the  record  as  sup¬ 
port  of  the  proposed  revisicm  of  the  di¬ 
version  qualification  provisions. 

The  three  proponent  cooperatives  fed¬ 
erated  in  the  fall  of  1974.  This  facilitated 
a  more  efficient  means  of  supplying  milk 
to  plant  operations  in  the  Portland.  Cor¬ 
vallis,  McMinnville  and  Tillamook  areas. 
The  spokesman  for  the  federation 
stressed  the  need  for  a  coordinated  mar¬ 
keting  system  so  that  plants  are  supplied 
with  that  milk  closest  to  the  area  where 
produced  with  resulting  substantial 
transportation  savings. 

Prior  to  the  formation  of  this  federa¬ 
tion,  the  Farmers  Cooperative  Creamery 
Association  of  McMinnville  (the  only  on^ 
of  the  three  with  processing  facilities) 
and  the  two  bargaining  cooperatives. 


Portland  Independent  Milk  Producers 
Association  and  Corvallis  Milk  Producers 
Association,  were  experiencing  an  over¬ 
lap  in  supplying  fiuld  milk  to  pool  plants 
in  the  heavy  populated  Upper  Willamette 
Valley  portion  of  the  marketing  area  and 
in  the  disposition  of  their  reserve  sup¬ 
plies.  Under  the  OWMI  federation,  the 
two  non-operating  cooperatives  assume 
primary  responsibility  for  supplying 
milk  for  bottling  use  in  the  Portland  suid 
Corvallis  area,  and  the  operating  cooper¬ 
ative  assumes  the  function  of  handling 
the  reserves  and  providing  supplemental 
Grade  A  milk  supplies  for  the  fiuid  mar¬ 
ket.  as  needed. 

As  a  result,  the  McMinnville  plant 
changed  status  from  a  pool  plant  to  a 
nonpool  plant  in  January  1975.  However, 
its  member  milk  has  been  attached  to 
other  pool  plants  for  purposes  of  pooling. 
Since  that  time,  during  the  months  of 
heavy  production  (beginning  in  April  and 
extending  through  August) ,  the  Farmers 
Cooperative  Creamery  has  experienced 
considerable  difficulty  in  finding  pool 
plant  outlets  for  meeting  the  three  de¬ 
livery  requirements  necessary  to  qualify 
the  milk  of  its  member  producers  for  di¬ 
version.  In  some  cases  this  has  necessi¬ 
tated  the  hauling  of  members’  milk  to  a 
pool  plant  to  be  unloaded  and  reloaded 
for  return  to  the  McMinnville  plant  for 
manufacturing  solely  to  maintain  pro¬ 
ducer  status  for  such  milk. 

Mayflower  Farms,  a  cooperative  asso¬ 
ciation  operating  three  pool  plants  under 
the  order,  supported  the  proponents'  pro¬ 
posal  to  relax  the  present  qualification 
standards.  The  spokesman  for  this  coop¬ 
erative  association  testified  to  having 
problems  in  qualifying  some  of  its  pro¬ 
ducers  for  diversion  during  the  spring 
and  summer  months  of  relatively  higher 
milk  production. 

It  is  the  position  of  this  association 
that  the  diversion  provisions  must  con¬ 
tinue  to  provide  a  basis  for  producer  iden¬ 
tification  with  the  market.  It  is  also  the 
contention  of  the  association  that  pro¬ 
ponents’  proposal  provides  a  maximum 
flexibility  for  producers  to  find  the  best 
alternative  for  handling  reserve  milk 
supplies  and  will  allow  them  to  divert 
milk  to  nonpool  plants  at  a  savings  in 
hauling  costs. 

A  representative  of  fifteen  Grade  A 
milk  producers  all  of  whom  are  located 
in  the  Myrtle  Point  area  stated  that  the 
cost  of  hauling  their  milk  to  a  Clackamas 
pool  plant  (near  Portland,  about  212 
miles)  to  meet  the  three  delivery  require¬ 
ments  ranges  from  81.5  to  91.5  cents  per 
hundredweight  compared  to  about  32 
cents  per  hundredweight  hauling  cost 
when  such  milk  is  diverted  to  a  nearby 
manufacturing  plant  at  Myrtle  Point. 

The  volume  of  bulk  milk  diverted  to 
nonpool  plants  has  increased  signifi¬ 
cantly  in  the  past  few  years.  In  1975, 
138.6  million  pounds  of  producer  milk 
was  diverted  to  nonpool  plants  compared 
to  only  61.9  million  poimds  in  1974.  This 
increase  in  the  volume  of  reserve  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  that  must  be  moved  to  manu¬ 
facturing  outlets  has  intensified  market¬ 
ing  problems  which  cannot  be  satisfac¬ 
torily  resolved  under  the  existing 
diversion  provisions. 
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The  probtePM  encountered  in  handling 
xeaerve  prodnctf  mQk  supplies  neces- 
sttated  suspension  of  the  three  deUveiy 
requirements  for  pnxhicer  milk  for  the 
montlM  of  Aprfl.  ICasr.  June,  and  July 
1976  (41  FR  1S398).  These  four  months 
in  which  milk  production  Is  seasonally 
heaviest  in  relatkm  to  demand  in  the 
market  fall  within  the  nine-month  period 
(Decanber-August)  for  which  qualifying 
ddiveries  will  not  be  required  for  diver¬ 
sions  under  the  provisions  adopted 
herein. 

Considerable  savings  in  hauling  costs 
can  be  ected  for  those  producers  lo¬ 
cated  in  areas  more  remote  from  pool 
idant  by  reducing  the  number 

of  deliveries  necessary  for  milk  of  indi¬ 
vidual  producers  in  establishing  diver¬ 
sion  eligibility  rights. 

In  this  connection,  the  milk  of  pro¬ 
ducers  whose  farms  are  located  nearest 
to  pool  plants  may  be  moved  to  such 
plants  on  a  more  regular  basis  while 
milk  of  more  distant  producers  may  be 
moved  to  nearby  nonpool  manufacturing 
unless  otherwise  needed  for  fluid 
use  in  the  market. 

Having  concluded  that  the  present  de¬ 
liveries  which  a  producer  is  required  to 
meet  to  establish  diversion  ellgfl)llity 
rights  Is  a  deterroit  in  the  efficient  han¬ 
dling  of  the  market’s  reserve  milk  sup¬ 
plies,  it  Is  now  necessary  to  determine 
the  extent  of  relaxation  which  can  be 
permitted  and  still  retain  adequate  as¬ 
surance  against  abuse  of  the  diversion 
privil^es.  With  no  delivery  requirement, 
the  milk  of  an  individual  producer  could 
be  diverted  to  a  manufacturing  plant 
continuously  for  an  indefinite  period  of 
time.  Under  such  circumstance,  there 
would  be  no  assurance  that  such  diverted 
milk  continues  to  be  qualified  for  fluid 
use  and  accordingly  has  a  bona  fide  claim 
of  association  with  the  fluid  market. 

Appn^iriatdy.  for  the  milk  of  a  pro¬ 
ducer  to  be  diverted  as  producer  milk 
during  the  period  of  December  through 
Augxist.  it  should  be  required  Uiat  such 
producer  establish  diverskm  eligibility  by 
a  single  d^very  for  each  of  the  three 
months  of  the  preceding  September-No- 
vember  period.  Such  digibillty  perform¬ 
ance  established  by  the  producer  over  a 
3-month  period  will  provide  adequate 
evidaice  of  such  producer’s  association 
with  the  Oregon-Washington  fluid  mar¬ 
ket  and  that  his  milk  is  of  acc^Hable 
quality  for  the  fluid  market. 

A  producer  whose  milk  has  not  been 
received  at  a  pool  i^ant  for  at  least  one 
day  during  each  of  the  mcmths  of  8et>- 
tember-November  should  be  required  to 
have  at  least  one  ddivery  of  his  milk 
received  at  a  pool  plant  in  any  month  to 
qualify  his  milk  for  dhmsion  during  such 
month.  Once  such  producer  has  met  this 
ddlvery  requirement  for  any  three  eoa- 
aeentive  months,  beginning  during  -or 
afttf  the  S^tember^ovember  period, 
his  milk  should  have  diversion  privileges 
for  any  subsequent  months  through  Au¬ 
gust  in  the  Identieal  manner  as  a  pro¬ 
ducer  who  met  the  d^very  requirement 
In  the  Scptend>er-lio*enhar  poiod.  This 
la  appropriate  since  lu^  producer  would 


have  met  substantially  the  identical  re¬ 
quirement  as  a  precequlaite  for  dtverskm. 

An  additional  ellglhllty  requirement 
currently  provided  in  the  order,  and  re¬ 
tained  herein,  that,  notwithstanding  the 
specific  performance  requirements  dis¬ 
cussed  above,  any  producer  must  have 
had  his  milk  physically  received  at  a  pool 
plant  before  his  milk  may  be  diverted. 
This  reqiiirement,  in  connection  with  the 
other  eligibility  requirements  herein 
adopted,  will  serve  the  common  purpose 
of  demonstrating  that  those  producers 
whose  milk  is  diverted  do  in  fact,  have  a 
bona  fide  association  with  the  fluid  milk 
market. 

2.  Location  Adjustments.  The  location 
adjustments  provisions  of  the  order 
should  be  modified  to  provide  a  10  cent 
location  adjustment  for  any  plant  located 
in  the  Oregon  counties  of  Jackson  and 
Josephine. 

The  present  location  adjustment  rate 
imder  the  order  is  15  cents  lor  a  plant 
located  between  100  and  110  miles  from 
the  nearer  of  Eugene  or  Portland.  Ore¬ 
gon.  An  additional  1.5  cents  adjustment 
is  applicable  for  each  10  miles  or  frac¬ 
tion  thereof  with  respect  to  any  plant 
located  in  excess  of  110  miles  from  the 
nearer  of  such  basing  points.  ’The  amount 
of  the  location  adjustment  applicable  at 
a  plant  located  100  miles  or  more  from 
the  nearer  of  such  basing  points  but 
within  the  Oregon  coimties  of  Clatsop, 
Coos.  Douglas,  Lane,  Lincoln,  and  Tilla¬ 
mook  (all  within  t  he  marketing  area) , 
however,  is  limited  to  a  maximxun  of  10 
cents.  Elsewhere  in  the  marketing  area  or 
in  Grant  County,  Wash.,  the  rate  is 
limited  to  a  maximum  of  20  cents. 

The  testimony  adduced  at  the  hearing 
centered  primarily  on  the  questim  of 
whether  or  not  the  present  locatkm  ad¬ 
justments  iq>plicable  to  plants  located  hi 
the  Oregon  portion  of  the  marketing  area 
should  be  riiminated.  Host  of  sucdi  testi¬ 
mony  was  ccmfined  to  location  pricing 
at  t^ants  in  the  southern  Oregon  seg¬ 
ment  (Grants  Pass,  Klamath  Falls,  and 
Medford  area)  of  the  marketing  area. 
Producers  and  handlers  took  diverse 
positions  regarding  this  matter. 

The  principal  cooperative  in  the  mar¬ 
ket  (Mayflower  FarmsJ ,  operating  three 
regulated  idants  under  the  order  (two 
oi  whirii  are  subject  to  the  20  cent  loca¬ 
tion  adjuatmenri,  i»opoBed  that  Med¬ 
ford.  Oregon  be  added  as  a  basing  point 
from  v^ilch  distances  are  measured  in 
determining  location  adjustments.  If 
adopted,  their  proposal  would  eliminate 
location  adjustments  at  seven  pool  idants 
(including  their  Medford  plant)  located 
In  the  Ctoegon  counties  of  Jackson,  Jose¬ 
phine,  and  Klamath.  Their  mxiposal  was 
supported  by  several  organizations  of 
producers. 

Proposals  of  another  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  and  a  proprietary  handler 
(both  based  at  Ros^imrg,  Oregem) ,  vdileh 
would  eliminate  all  location  adjust¬ 
ments  imder  the  ordo:,  were  included  in 
the  hearing  notice.  However,  lu^ponents 
abandoned  such  proposals  at  the  hearing. 
They  Joined  with  certain  producers  In  the 
southern  Oregon  area  who  supported 


adding  Medford  as  a  basing  point  and 
Vtopoeed  expanding  the  radius  to  150 
mfu»K  from  th^  haairtg  pAintg  Qf  MedfOTd 
and  Eugme  as  the  area  within  vdilch  no 
adjustments  would  apply,  under 
this  proposal,  an  location  adjustments 
would  be  eliminated  for  plants  located 
within  the  Oregon  portion  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  area. 

The  OWMI,  one  producer,  and  a  Cald¬ 
well.  Idaho  handler  (a  co(q;>erative  asso- 
ciatlmi  operating  a  pool  supply  plant) 
proposed  that  the  "base”  pricing  Txme 
be  extended  to  cover  all  territory  within 
150  miles  of  Portland,  Eugene,  and  Med¬ 
ford.  No  substantial  evidence  was  offered 
in  support  of  the  proposal,  however. 

A  group  of  handlers  operating  idants 
In  the  southern  and  east  central  Oregon 
portions  of  the  marketing  area  opposed 
any  change  in  location  adjustments.  The 
spokesman  for  this  group  held  that  there 
has  been  no  significant  changes  in  mar¬ 
keting  conditions  within  the  Oregon  por¬ 
tion  of  the  marketing  area  since  the  pres¬ 
ent  location  adjustments  in  the  order  be¬ 
came  effective. 

Location  adjustments,  an  essential  tool 
In  establishing  milk  prices  under  Federal 
milk  orders,  generally  reflect  iiie  cost  of 
moving  milk  from  distant  points  to  the 
central  market.  ’They  implement  continu¬ 
ing  intermarket  and  intra  market  price 
alignment  and  promote  equity  among 
handlers  in  the  cost  of  milk  under  the 
terms  of  the  order.  In  the  absence  of  ap- 
IM-cHU'iate  location  adjustments,  plants 
distant  from  the  central  market  could 
not  ccunpete  for  sales  in  the  central  mar¬ 
ket.  It  is  within  this  context  that  the 
present  locaticm  adjustment  provisions  in 
the  Oregon-Washington  order  w^e  de¬ 
veloped. 

The  existing  location  pricing  structure 
under  the  order  was  established  by  the 
dedsion  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  issued 
November  11.  1971  (36  FR  21819  official 
notice  of  which  is  taken).  In  this  deci¬ 
sion.  the  Assistant  Secretary  concluded 
that  location  adjustments  recognize  die 
greater  value  of  producer  mitt  f.o.b. 
Idants  in  or  near  the  principal  population 
centers  (principally  In  the  WUlmnette 
Valley  between  Portland  and  Eugene  and 
the  population  centers  located  therein) 
as  cmnpared  to  its  value  at  o^er  loca¬ 
tions  including  the  Washington  portion 
of  the  marketing  area  and  the  coastal, 
•astern  and  southern  Oregon  portions, 
ttiereof.  He  further  ccmcluded  that  loca¬ 
tion  adjustm'ents  were  necessary  at  cer¬ 
tain  locations  in  the  maiketing  area  to 
maintain  a  proper  price  aUgnmoit  with 
nearby  markets. 

As  previously  indicated,  there  were  es¬ 
sentially  three  proposals  presented  and 
discussed  at  the  hearing  that,  if  adopted, 
would  change  In  varying  degrees  the 
present  location  mictng  structure  under 
the  ord«'.  Most  of  the  testimony  that  was 
presented  In  support  of  the  proposals, 
however,  was  dirrcted.  to  the  elimination 
ot  location  adjustments  in  the  southern 
Oregon  (Jackson.  Josephine,  and  Kla¬ 
math  Counties)  portion  oi  the  marketing 
area.  Proponents  testimony  was  focused 
(m  establbdilng  that  circumstances  have 
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changed  in  southern  Oregon  since  the 
1971  decision  providing  location  adjust¬ 
ments  for  the  first  time  at  plants  located 
in  that  area. 

In  support  of  the  proposal,  the  witness 
for  Masrflower  Farms  contended  that 
present  location  adjustment  rates  appli¬ 
cable  at  plants  in  south  3m  Oregon  are 
no  longer  appropriate  in  light  of  current 
marketing  conditions  in  the  area.  He  held 
that  increased  population  in  southern 
Oregon  had  changed  supply-demand 
conditions  and  that  the  closing  of  several 
plants  had  resulted  in  significant  changes 
in  the  areas  of  supply.  The  spokesman 
for  the  cooperative  testified  that  as  a  re¬ 
sult,  the  Medford  fiuid  operation  has  ex¬ 
perienced  a  tight  supply  situation  during 
the  past  year.  This  he  stated  occurred  be¬ 
cause  part  of  the  sales  volume  formerly 
handled  in  the  cooperative’s  Coos  Bay 
plant,  which  ceased  fluid  operations  in 
1974,  was  transferred  to  the  Medford 
plant  and  because  of  an  overall  increase 
in  sales.  However,  the  witness  was  able  to 
cite  only  one  instance  (October  1975) 
when  it  .was  necessary  to  obtain  a  load  of 
milk  from  a  plant  in  the  base  zone  (the 
McMiiuivUle  cooperative  plant) ,  to  meet 
the  needs  of  its  Medford  operation. 

The  witness  further  testified  that  the 
tight  supply  situation  has  been  amelior¬ 
ated  by  Arden  Farms  discontinuation  of 
operations  at  its  Grants  Pass  distributing 
plant.  Milk  which  the  cooperative  sup¬ 
plied  to  that  plant  is  now  being  chan¬ 
neled  through  Mayflower’s  Medford 
operation.  The  Grants  Pass  packaged 
business  of  Arden  Farms  is  now  being 
served  from  its  Portland  operation. 

Several  other  proponent  producer 
spokesmen  testifled  to  a  tightening  sup¬ 
ply  situation  in  southern  Oregon.  They 
held  this  resulted  from  a  decline  in  the 
niunber  of  producers  in  the  area. 

The  record  evidence  does  not  support 
prc^nents  contention  that  milk  supplies 
are  tight.  Southern  Oregon  continues  to 
be  a  surplus  milk  production  area.  It  is 
basically  rural  and  production  greatly 
exceeds  Class  I  needs.  In  1975,  only  about 
48  percent  of  the  Grade  A  milk  locally 
produced  in  the  region  (Coos,  Jackson, 
Josephine  and  Klamath  Counties)  was 
utilized  as  Class  I  by  local  plants.  This 
cmnpares  to  about  51  percent  in  1974. 

Milk  in  excess  of  local  distributing 
plants’  needs  in  southern  Oregon  must 
be  disposed  of  by  movement  to  other 
plants.  Limited  quantities  of  milk  are 
processed  at  the  two  local  manufacturing 
plants,  at  Grants  Pass  and  Klamath 
Falls.  The  bulk  of  the  milk  in  the  area 
not  needed  for  fluid  use,  however,  must 
be  moved  to  more  distant  plants  located^ 
at  Eugene  and  Myrtle  Point,  Oregon  for' 
processing.  While  the  excess  milk  of  the 
area  is  used  principally  for  manufac¬ 
turing  at  these  plants,  it  is  available  for 
use  in  fluid  milk  processing  as  needed. 

The  fact  that  milk  does  move  from  the 
base  zone  (Portland-Eugene  area)  to 
southern  Oregon  (a  location  adjustment 
zone)  imder  certain  circumstances  is  not 
a  sufficient  basis  for  elimination  of  loca¬ 
tion  adjustments  as  luroponent  coopera¬ 
tive  argued.  It  is  not  unusual  for  han¬ 
dlers  to  distribute  milk  in  lower-priced 


zones  within  the  same  market,  or  even 
into  other  markets  with  somewhat  lower 
Class  I  prices.  Such  movements  reflect 
management  decisions  which  are  tmre- 
lated  to  the  terms  of  r^pilation.  ’The  pur¬ 
pose  of  location  adjxistment  is  to  ai^o- 
priately  reflect  the  value  of  milk  at  the 
plant  of  Initial  receipt  rather  than  its 
value  at  the  location  disposition  is  made. 
If  a  producer  delivers  his  milk  to  a  plent 
located  in  the  .base  zone,  he  assumes  the 
cost  of  hauling  the  milk  from  the  farm 
to  the  market  center (s)  and  under  such 
circumstances  he  should  be  compensated 
for  such  cost  at  the  base  zone  price.  Con¬ 
versely,  if  the  producer  delivers  his  milk 
to  an  outlying  plant  located  nearer  his 
farm,  the  price  to  such  producer  appro¬ 
priately  may  not  reflect  the  value  of  milk 
at  the  market  center  (s),  since  in  such 
circumstances  it  is  the  purchasing  han¬ 
dler  who  thus  would  bear  the  cost  of 
transporting  the  milk  from  the  initial 
point  of  receipt  to  the  market  center. 

Various  proponents  urging  elimination 
of  location  adjustments  in  southern  Ore¬ 
gon  or  throughout  the  Oregon  portion 
of  the  marketing  area  suggested  that  the 
supply-management  program  operated 
by  the  (Oregon  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  eliminates  any  need  for  location  ad¬ 
justments  in  the  Oregon  portion  of  the 
marketing  area.  At  the  hearing,  an  offi¬ 
cial  of  the  Milk  Audit  and  Stabilization 
Division  of  the  Oregon  Department  of 
Agriculture  appeared  as  a  witness  to  ex¬ 
plain  the  Oregon  supply-managonent 
program.  He  testifled  that  the  program 
is  operated  in  conjunction  with  the 
Oregon  “quota”  plan.  > 

Under  the  supply-management  pro¬ 
gram,  the  State  is  authorized  to  direct 
as  needed  the  receipts  of  quota  milk  in 
excess  of  the  Class  I  and  Class  n  needs 
of  any  handler  to  other  handlers  to  sup¬ 
plement  their  total  Class  I  and  CHass  n 
requirements.  The  responsible  State  of¬ 
ficial  stated  that  while  the  program  rec¬ 
ognizes  the  normal  supply  arrangements 
betweeen  a  producer  and  handler,  it  does 
Implement  the  movement  of  excess  quota 
milk  as  needed  for  Class  I  and  n  uses. 
According  to  the  witness,  both  the  pro¬ 
ducer  and  handler  benefit  by  the  pro¬ 
gram  since  it  adjusts  the  seasonal  and 
holiday  supply  patterns  to  Implement  the 
highest  practical  utilization  of  the  quota 
milk  supply. 

Participation  in  the  State  quota  plan 
by  any  producer  is  voluntary.  The  prin¬ 
cipal  cooperative  spokesman  testifled 
that  about  90  percent  of  the  coopera¬ 
tive’s  members  participate  in  the  plan. 
In  1975  about  83  percent  of  the  total 
production  in  the  three  southern  Ore¬ 
gon  counties  was  under  the  quota  plan. 
In  view  of  this  and  considering  that  the 
State  hsus  call  on  only  that  portion  of 
quota  milk  that  is  in  excess  of  a  han¬ 
dler’s  total  CHass  I  and  Class*  II  require¬ 
ments,  the  amount  of  quota  mift  that 
can  be  moved  under  the  supply-manage¬ 
ment  program  for  Class  I  use  can  rea¬ 
sonably  be  expected  to  be  quite  limited. 

The  argument  that  the  State  supply 
management  nullifies  the  need  for  loca¬ 
tion  adjustments  are  not  valid.  As  indi¬ 
cated  above,  the  State  supply  system 


moves  quota  milk  not  Mily  for  fluid  use 
but  also  for  manufacturing  of  certain 
products  (Class  ID .  Further,  the  program 
does  not  involve  all  producers  or  han¬ 
dlers  in  the  martcet. 

Several  proponent  witnesses  advocat¬ 
ing  discontinuation  of  location  adjust¬ 
ments  for  Oregon  based  i^ants  suggested 
that  a  recent  innovation  by  the  State  of 
repooling'  total  producer  returns  imder 
the  quota  plan  nullifies  location  pricing 
in  the  Oregon  portion  of  the  order’s  mar¬ 
keting  area.  Since  its  inception  in  1970, 
the  order  has  provided  that  producers, 
who  so  desire,  may  assign  to  the  State  of 
Oregon  the  returns  otherwise  due  them 
for  their  milk  in  order  that  the  State  may 
redistribute  such  returns  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  Oregon  quota  plan. 
Until  last  fall,  the  price  paid  to  producers 
for  quota  milk  under  the  plan  was  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  same  location  adjustments 
that  apply  to  base  milk  under  the  m-der. 
Since  that  time,  according  to  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  certain  witnesses,  producer  re¬ 
turns  are  repooled  by  the  State  to  the 
end  that  the  same  quota  price  applies 
to  a  participating  producer  irrespective 
of  the  location  of  the  plant  to  which  his 
milk  is  delivered. 

The  four  handlers  opposing  any 
change  in  location  adjustments  expressed 
concern  in  their  post-hearing  brief  that 
the  repooling  of  producer  returns  under 
the  Oregon  quota  plan  might  be  illegal 
pursuant  to  the  Act  which  requires  uni¬ 
form  prices  to  all  producers  subject  to 
location  adjustments.  Consideration  of 
this  argument,  however,  is  not  relevant 
to  the  issue  at  hand  since  it  Involves 
matters  beyond  the  scope  of  this  rule- 
making  proceeding. 

Since  location  adjustments  are  ^)ecifi- 
cally  authorized  by  the  Act  and  are  in¬ 
tended  to  adjust  the  basic  price  to  reflect 
the  value  of  milk  at  the  location  at  which 
delivery  is  made,  it  would  not  be  appro¬ 
priate  to  consider  a  change  in  location 
pricing  solely  on  the  ground  that  pro¬ 
ducer  payments  imder  the  Oregon  quota 
plan  (which  does  not  involve  all  pro¬ 
ducers  in  the  market)  differs  from  the 
manner  in  which  producer  payments  are 
paid  under  the  Federal  order. 

An  important  feature  of  this  regula¬ 
tion  is  that  handlers  regulated  under  the 
order  and  similarly  located  are  uniformly 
subject  to  the  Same  minimum  class  prices 
on  all  their  milk.  TTie  uniformity  of  pric¬ 
ing  among  handlers  is  specifically  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  Act.  Location  adjustments 
assist  in  carrying  out  the  statutory  re¬ 
quirement  of  uniformity  in  prices  to  all 
handlers. 

The  proposals  to  add  Medford  as  an 
additional  basing  point  for  computing 
location  adjustments  at  plants  beyond 
100  or  150  miles  from  such  basing  point 
would  result  in  higher  Class  I  and  uni¬ 
form  base  prices  at  outlying  plants  lo¬ 
cated  in  California  that  could  become 
associated  with  the  market.  Proponents 
pointed  out  that  there  presently  are  no 
California  plants  pooled  under  the  order 
and  that  this  was  not  the  case  in  1971 
when  the  present  location  adjustments 
were  adopted  for  southern  Oregon.  Thus, 
proponents  maintained  that  there  is  no 
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longer  need  to  consider  the  relationship 
of  order  prices  in  southern  Oregon  to 
plants  located  outside  the  marketing  area 
in  northern  California. 

In  his  1971  decision,  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  concluded  that  the  Class  I  and 
imiform  prices  for  base  milk  which 
would  be  applicable  at  plant  locations 
outside  the  marketing  area  miist  appro¬ 
priately  reflect  the  value  of  milk  at  such 
locations  relative  to  its  value  f.o.b.  the 
marketing  area.  These  flndings  are 
equally  pertinent  to  the  current  market¬ 
ing  situation.  To  provide  location  adjust¬ 
ments  which  would  increase  the  price 
structure  at  outlying  northern  California 
plants  would  distort  the  existing  price 
alignment  among  competing  r^ulated 
and  non-regulated  plants  which  is  essen¬ 
tial  for  continuing  orderly  marketing  in 
the  region.  Thus,  to  increase  Class  I 
prices  at  plants  located  in  northern  Cali¬ 
fornia,  as  advocated  by  proponents,  could 
only  have  the  effect  of  limiting  outside 
handlers  access  to  the  regulated  market. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  considera¬ 
tions.  it  is  concluded  that  the  general 
pattern  of  location  pricing  in  the  Ore¬ 
gon- Washington  order  must  be  main¬ 
tained  both  at  the  handler  and  producer 
level.  Accordingly,  the  proposals  to  add 
Medford  as  a  basing  point  and  to  extend 
the  base  zone  to  150  miles  from  either 
Portland,  Eugene,  or  Medford,  which  in 
effect  would  eliminate  all  location  pric¬ 
ing  in  the  marketing  area  except  at  cer¬ 
tain  plants  in  southeastern  Washington, 
are  dmied. 

Notwithstanding,  some  modification  of 
the  locaticm  adjustments  applicable  in 
the  southern  Oregon  counties  of  Jackson 
and  Josephine  is  appropriate.  It  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  in  this  area  the  present  max¬ 
imum  20  cent  adjustment  should  be  re¬ 
vised  to  a  maximum  10  cent  adjustment. 

At  the  time  of  the  hearing,  there  were 
five  pool  plants  located  in  the  two  county 
area,  four  in  the  Medford  area  and  one 
at  Grants  Pass.  Presently,  a  20  cent  per 
hundredweight  location  adjustment  ap¬ 
plies  at  Medford  and  a  19.5  cent  rate  at 
Grants  Pass. 

The  five  handlers  located  in  the  two- 
coimty  area  compete  with  a  handler  lo¬ 
cated  at  Roseburg  for  both  milk  supplies 
and  sales.  No  location  adjustment  applies 
at  the  latter  handler’s  plant  since  it  Is 
in  the  base  zone.  The  Roseburg  plant  is 
located  about  71  miles  south  of  the  Eu¬ 
gene  basing  point  and  68  and  96  miles 
from  Grants  Pass  and  Medford, 
respectively. 

A  substantial  part 'of  the  milk  supply 
for  the  Roseburg  handler  is  obtained 
from  dairy  farmers  located  in  the  Grants 
Pass  area.  Also,  this  production  area  Is 
a  major  source  of  milk  supplies  for  the 
nearby  Grants  Pass-Medford  handlers. 
The  relationship  of  the  price  structure  at 
plants  located  in  or  near  this  supply  area 
adth  the  Roseburg  plant  price  is  thus  an 
important  consideration. 

Using  the  1.5-cent  per  10  mile  trans¬ 
portation  rate  as  a  measure  of  price 
alignment  which  is  generally  used  as  an 
indicator  of  the  cost  of  bulk  movements 
of  milk,  the  present  price  in  the  Roseburg 
area  relative  to  the  price  in  either  Grants 


Pass  or  Medford  appears  to  provide  pro¬ 
ducers  in  the  Grants  Pass  supply  area 
with  a  more  remunerative  market  than 
is  the  case  if  such  producers  deliver  to 
nearby  plants.  In  this  connection  if  pro¬ 
ducers  delivering  to  the  Grants  Pass- 
Medford  plants  in  the  location  adjust¬ 
ment  areas  shipped  their  milk  instead  to 
the  Roseburg  area  at  which  no  location 
adjustments  apply,  they  would  incur  ad¬ 
ditional  increased  hauling  costs  of  about 
10  cents  per  hundredweight.  The  present 
order,  however,  provides  a  unform  price 
for  base  milk  20  cents  higher  for  delivery 
to  a  plant  in  the  Roseburg  area  than  in 
the  Grants  Pass-Medford  area.  For  pro¬ 
ducers  who  have  a  choice  of  outlets,  there  - 
thus  is  an  economic  incentive  to  ship  to 
the  Roseburg  area  plant  rather  than  to 
Grants  Pass-Medford  area  plants.  There 
is  little  doubt  that  this  has  occurred  with¬ 
out  regard  to  need  for  fluid  milk  supplies 
at  the  Roseburg  location  since  consider¬ 
able  volume  of  this  milk  also  is  moving 
to  manufacturing  outlets.  If  this  situa¬ 
tion  Ls  allowed  to  continue,  it  could,  over 
time  jeopardize  an  adequate  supply  of 
milk  for  handlers  in  the  two  county  area. 

Accordingly,  limiting  the  location  ad¬ 
justment  applicable  to  plants  in  the 
Grants  Pass-Medford  area  to  ten  cents, 
as  herein  provided,  appears  reasonable 
under  existing  circumstances  and  will 
more  appropriately  reflect  the  value  of 
milk  at  such  location  in  relation  to  the 
nearby  plant  where  no  location  adjust¬ 
ment  applies. 

Testimony  suggests  that  certain  other 
areas  of  the  Oregon  portion  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  also  might  warrant  a  re¬ 
consideration  of  location  adjustments, 
particularly  in  the  Bend-Redmond  area. 
The  record  evidence  in  this  regard  was 
not  compelling. 

3.  Partial  payments  to  producers.  The 
order  should  provide  that  all  handlers  be 
required  to  make  partial  payments  to 
producers,  or  to  cooperative  associations 
that  collect  for  their  members,  for  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  delivered  during  the  first  15 
days  of  the  month.  Such  payments  to  in¬ 
dividual  producers  should  be  made  on  or 
before  the  last  day  of  the  month.  Pay¬ 
ments  to  cooperative  associations  should 
be  made  two  days  earlier.  The  rate  of 
payment  should  be  not  less  than  the  Class 
III  price  for  the  preening  month. 

The  order  does  not  now  provide  for 
partial  payments  to  producers.  Mos|» 
handlers  in  the  market,  however,  make 
some  form  of  partial  payments  to  indi¬ 
vidual  producers.  The  rates,  time  of  pay¬ 
ment  and  other  aspects  of  such  payments 
vary  among  handlers. 

The  three  cooperative  associations  of 
the  OWMI  fedei-ation  proposed  partial 
payments  to  producers,  or  to  a  co<H3era- 
tive  association  (s)  authorized  to  collect 
payments  for  milk  of  their  member  pro¬ 
ducer  deliveries.  They  proposed  that  the 
rate  of  payment  be  the  Class  in  price 
for  the  preceding  month. 

This  proposal  was  supported  by  May¬ 
flower  Farms,  a  producer  organization 
(a  non-cooperative  association)  and  a 
proprietary  handler.  There  w'as  no  op¬ 
position  to  the  proposal. 


In  support  of  tlie  proposal,  various 
spokesmen  stated  that  most  of  the  han¬ 
dlers  in  the  market  presently  make  par¬ 
tial  payments  in  varying  degrees  to  in¬ 
dividual  producers  and  cooperative  as¬ 
sociations.  They  stated,  however,  that 
there  are  a  few  handlers  who  do  not 
make  such  payments  for  producer  milk 
which  cooperatives  cause  to  be  delivered 
to  their  respective  pool  plants  as  a  bulk 
tank  handler.  The  witnesses  pointed  out 
that  even  though  the  cooperatives  do 
not  receive  partial  payments  on  such 
milk  they  nevertheless  pay  a  partial 
payment  to  all  their  member  producers. 
This,  it  was  contended,  places  an  addi¬ 
tional  financial  burden  on  cooperative 
associations  and  in  effect  provides  a  sub¬ 
sidy  to  those  handlers  who  purchase 
part  or  all  of  their  producer  milk  in  this 
manner.  In  further  support  of  their  pro¬ 
posal,  proponents  argued  that  a  uniform 
partial  payment  plan  to  producers  and 
cooperative  associations  imder  the  or¬ 
der  will  eliminate  certain  handler  in¬ 
equities  that  now  exist  under  the  present 
voluntary  partial  payment  practices  in 
the  market. 

Provisions  requiring  handlers  to  make 
partial  payments  to  producers  each 
month  are  customarily  included  in  Fed¬ 
eral  milk  orders.  Such  provisions  assure 
producers  supplying  the  market  a  uni¬ 
form  and  more  orderly  system  of  par¬ 
tial  payments,  and  reduce  the  period 
they  must  wait  to  be  reimbursed  in  part 
for  their  milk  sales. 

With  the  diversity  of  partial  payment 
practices  existing  in  the  Oregon-Wash- 
ington  market,  producers  supplying  the 
market  can  not  be  assured  of  a  regular 
partial  payment  schedule  for  milk  deliv¬ 
ered  during  the  first  part  of  the  month. 
Under  current  milk  production  prac¬ 
tices,  producers  require  substantial  op¬ 
erating  capital.  TTiey  must  make  sub¬ 
stantial  cash  outlays  during  the  month 
and  have  the  ready  cash  available  to 
meet  such  obligations.  Requiring  han¬ 
dlers  to  make  regular  and  tmlform  partial 
payments  for  milk  delivered  during  the 
first  part  of  the  month  will  improve  the 
ability  of  producers  to  meet  their  fi¬ 
nancial  obligations  during  the  month. 

Partial  payment  provisions,  as  herein 
adopted,  also  provide  handlers  with  a 
uniform  payment  procedure.  As  indi¬ 
cated,  many  of  these  handlers  in  the 
market  presently  are  making  some  form 
of  partial  payments  to  producers.  Such 
payment  practices  among  handlers, 
however,  vary  considerably  because  of 
their  voluntary  nature.  Such  variation  in 
payment  practices,  can  result  in  certain 
handlers  who  make  partial  payments  be¬ 
ing  financially  disadvantaged  over  oth¬ 
ers  who  take  a  longer  period  in  accumu¬ 
lating  the  necessary  funds  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  their  milk.  This  contribute  to 
market  disorder  by  affecting  the  com¬ 
petitive  position  of  handlers  in  the 
market.  , 

Requiring  a  handler  to  make  partial 
payments  to  producers  for  milk  he  re¬ 
ceives  during  the  first  half  of  the  month, 
is  not  unreasonable.  When  only  a  final 
settlement  for  producer  milk  is  re¬ 
quired,  payable  by  the  16th  of  the  next 
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month,  any  handler  not  making  partial 
payments  has  had  the  use  of  the  money 
resulting  from  Its  sale  for  up  to  45  days. 

In  ylew  of  these  considerations,  great¬ 
er  equity  among  producers  and  han¬ 
dlers  can  be  achieved  by  requiring  man¬ 
datory  partial  payments  for  producer 
milk. 

The  rate  of  partial  payment  should  be 
not  less  than  the  Class  in  price  for  the 
preceding  month.  No  adjustment  should 
be  made  for  butterfat  content  or  plant 
location.  Use  of  the  Class  in  price  for 
the  previous  month  in  making  the  par¬ 
tial  payment  will  minimize  the  possibility 
of  any  overpasnnents  on  the  part  of  a 
handler.  The  proposal  of  Masrflower 
Farms  to  use  a  partial  payment  rate  of 
120  percent  of  the  Class  m  price  for  the 
preceding  month  is  denied  since  its  use 
could  result  In  incidence  of  overpay¬ 
ments  by  handlers. 

Proponents  suggested  that  handlers  be 
reqyired  to  make  partial  payments  dl- 
rectiy  to  producers.  Presently."  handlers 
under  the  order  are  required  to  make  a 
single  payment  to  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  reflecting  the  total  value  of  their 
milk  accordlcig  to  Its  use  classiflcatlon. 
The  market  administrator  then  pays  In¬ 
dividual  producers  or  their  cooperatives. 
For  those  producers  who  are  under  the 
Oregon  State  Quota  Plan,  the  payments 
due  such  participating  quota  producers 
are  paid  to  the  State  for  redistribution 
to  individual  producers  In  accordance 
with  the  Plan. 

No  substantial  pxirpose  would  be  served 
tn  requiring  that  monies  for  partial  pay¬ 
ments  to  producers  be  diann^ed  through 
the  market  administrator.  Such  a  proce¬ 
dure  likely  would  only  delay  a  producer’s 
—receipt  of  the  partial  pi^mait.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  should  be  provided  that  partial 
pa3mients  be  paid  by  such  handlers  di¬ 
rectly  to  producers  and/or  cooperative 
associations. 

A  handler  should  be  required  to  make 
-partial  payment  only  to  producers  who 
have  not  discontinued  delivery  of  milk  to 
the  handler  as  of  the  15th  day  of  the 
month.  This  win  essentially  remove  any 
possibility  of  over  paymaits. 

Ihe  order  should  provide  that  partial 
pasrments  to  a  cooperative  association, 
either  In  its  capacity  as  the  marketing 
agent  of  the  m^ucer  or  in  Its  capacity 
as  a  bulk  tank  handler,  be  made  at  least 
two  days  prior  to  the  last  day  of  the 
month.  ’Ihis  procedure  is  necessary  in 
order  that  a  cooperative  will  have  the 
monies  In  hand  to  pay  its  members  on 
the  same  dates  that  other  producers  are 
paid. 

4.  Charges  on  overdue  obUgations.  The 
current  charge  on  overdue  payment  ob¬ 
ligations  should  be  increase  to  three- 
fourths  of  1  percent.  Such  charge  should 
be  ai^Tlied  m  the  first  day  that  a  pcis^eni 
is  overdue  and  shall  be  increased  by 
three-fourths  of  1  percent  on  the  1st  day 
of  each  succeeding  m<mth  until  the  ob¬ 
ligation  is  paid. 

The  order  now  applies  a  charge  ctf  one- 
half  of  1  percent  po:  month  on  handler 
obligations  to  the  market  administrator 
that  are  overdue.  Such  obUgatioitt  in¬ 
clude  those  due  the  producer-scttlen^nt 


fund,  the  administrative  expense  fund, 
and  the  marketing  sovlce  fund,  all  ol 
which  are  maintained  by  the  market  ad¬ 
ministrator.  Currently,  the  late  payment 
charge  does  not  apply  imtll  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  first  month  following  the 
date  that  the  payment  was  due.  Unpaid 
obligations,  including  late  payment 
charges  are  further  Increased  by  mie- 
half  of  1  percent  on  the  first  day  of  each 
succeeding  month  until  the  obligations 
are  paid. 

The  three  cooperative  associations  of 
the  OWMI  federation  proposed  that  the 
charge  on  overdue  obligations  be  in¬ 
creased  to  at  least  three-fourths  of  1 
percent,  to  be  applied  on  the  fomth  day 
following  the  due  date  of  such  obligation 
and  at  a  similar  rate  on  the  first  day  of 
each  month  thereafter  until  the  entire 
obligation  is  paid.  At  the  hearing,  pro¬ 
ponents  modified  their  proposal  as  it 
appeared  in  the  hearing  notice  to  require 
that  a  handler’s  unpaid  obligation  be  in¬ 
creased  at  least  three-fourths  of  one  per¬ 
cent  on  the  fourth  day  after  the  due  date 
and  on  Uie  same  day  of  each  month 
thereafter. 

Another  cooperative  association  sup¬ 
ported  an  increase  in  the  late  payment 
charge  to  three  fourths  of  1  percent  per 
month.  This  association  proposed,  how¬ 
ever,  that  the  late  payment  charge  be 
applied  on  the  3rd  day  after  the  due 
date  of  such  obligation. 

In  support  of  a  late  pa3nnent  charge  of 
three-fourths  of  1  percent  per  month 
and  advancing  the  date  in  which  such 
charge  should  apply,  witnesses  for  the 
four  cooperative  associations  Indicated 
that  such  changes  are  necessary  to  en¬ 
courage  prompt  payment  of  obligations 
to  the  market  administrator  by  regulated 
handlers.  Witnesses  stressed  that  late 
payments  by  handlers  are  a  serious  prob¬ 
lem  in  the  market  and  have  Impeded  the 
ability  of  the  market  administrator  to 
make  required  payments  from  the  pro¬ 
ducer  settlement  fund  on  time,  thus  ne¬ 
cessitating  a  delay  in  pa3miNit8  to  certain 
producers  in  the  market. 

Proponents  argued  that  the  present 
charge  on  overdue  obligations  as  provided 
by  the  order  is  not  encouraging  prompt 
payment  of  handler  obligations  but 
rather  is  providing  a  situation  wherein 
some  handlers  are  finding  It  to  their  fi¬ 
nancial  advantage  to  delay  payment  obli¬ 
gations  to  the  market  administrator  as  a 
means  of  obtaining  additional  operating 
capital.  This,  they  pointed  out,  creates 
an  inequitable  situation  among  handlers 
in  the  market  since  those  handlers  who 
are  delinquent  in  their  payments  can 
have  a  substantial  financial  advantage 
over  handlers  vdio  make  tim^  payments 
to  the  market  administrator^ 

’The  position  of  proponent  cooperatives 
regarding  cdiarges  on  overdue  obUgatkma 
was  supported  by  one  other  cooperative 
associated  with  the  market,  a  proprietary 
handler  and  two  producer  groups  (non- 
cooperative  associations) . 

It  Is  essential  that  payments  to  the 
funds  maintained  by  the  maricet  admin¬ 
istrator  be  made  promptly  so  that  the 
order  may  be  administered  in  an  elBcient 
and  timely  manner.  The  successful  opera¬ 


tions  of  a  Federal  milk  order  depends, 
in  large  measure,  upon  prompt  compli¬ 
ance  by  all  regulated  parties.  The  order 
provides  for  a  sequence  of  dates  that 
must  be  met  by  a  handler  that  oiables 
the  maiket  administrator  to  execute  pro¬ 
ducer  payments  on  schedule.  Faflure  <m 
the  part  of  a  handler  to  meet  such  due 
dates,  including  the  payment  due  dates. 
Is  unfair  to  producers  and  other  han¬ 
dlers  and  imdermines  the  c<mfidence 
which  handlers  and  producers  have  In 
the  program. 

Prompt  payment  of  amounts  due  the 
administrative  expense  and  marketing 
funds,  also,  is  essential  to  the  perform¬ 
ance  by  the  market  administrator  of  the 
various  administrative  functions  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  order  in  a  timely  and  ef¬ 
ficient  manner. 

The  charge  on  overdue  accounts  and 
the  date  that  charges  on  overdue  obliga¬ 
tions  apply  are  designed  to  encourage 
prompt  settlement  of  accounts.  The  rate 
of  charge,  however,  must  be  such  that 
it  does  not  provide  an  incentive  for  han¬ 
dlers  to  use  producer  money  as  a  source 
of  credit.  Moreover,  it  is  not  reasonable 
to  provide  a  grace  period  which  can  only 
encourage  a  delay  in  payments  due  the 
market  administrator  beyond  the  due 
date. 

In  this  market,  all  handlers  are  re¬ 
quired  to  make  payments  to  the  market 
administrator  for  the  total  value  of  all 
their  milk  according  to  its  classification. 
The  market  administrator  then  pays  in¬ 
dividual  producers  or  cooperative  associ¬ 
ations  who  do  not  participate  in  the 
Oregon  Quota  Plan.^  With  respect  to 
producers  participating  in  the  Oregon 
quota  plan  (thus  authorizing  the  State 
to  collect  for  them)  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  pays  the  State  the  total  amount 
otherwise  due  each  participating  quota 
producer.  The  State,  in  turn,  settles  with 
such  producers  and  co(g>erative  associ¬ 
ations  In  accordance  with  the  terms  of 
the  Oregon  plan. 

The  market  administrator  usually 
mails  handlers’  billings  on  the  14th  day 
of  the  month,  following  the  month  the 
transactions  were  made.  This  is  the  date 
he  Is  required  under  the  terms  of  the 
order  to  announce  the  uniform  prices.  If 
the  14th  falls  on  a  Saturday  or  Sunday 
the  billings  are  mafied  either  the  prior 
Friday  or  the  following  Monday,  de¬ 
pending  upon  the  extent  that  handler 
reports  are  available  to  the  maiket  ad¬ 
ministrator  at  the  time.  It  should  be 
noted,  however,  that  since  each  handler’s 
obligation  to  the  market  administrator 
reflects  the  full  use  value  of  his  mflk  the 
uniform  price  announcement  Is  not  a 
necessary  condition  to  the  mailing  by  the 
market  administrator  of  handler's  blu¬ 
ings.  Hence,  such  bUUng  reasonably  can 
be  Issued  promptly  f<Ulowlng  recelirt  of 
a  handler’s  report. 

The  due  date  for  payment  of  handlers’ 
obligations  to  the  market  administrator 
Is  the  leth  and  the  market  administrator 
-in  turn  Is  required  to  make  pa3rments  to 
individual  producers  by  the  20th  and  two 


*Tlie  Oregon  quota  plan  Is  discussed  in 
more  detail  elsewbere  In  these  flndtnge. 
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days  earlier  (18th)  for  such  payments 
that  are  made  to  cooperative  associations 
and  to  the  State.  Under  the  current  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  order,  a  handler  has  at 
least  14  days  after  the  due  date  to  make 
payment  to  the  market  administrator, 
from  the  16th  to  the  30th  or  31st  of  the 
month  before  he  incurs  a  late  payment 
charge.  Since  the  current  provisions  do 
not  specify  what  is  considered  as  the 
date  of  payment — i.e.,  the  postmark  date 
of  mailing,  or  the  date  payment  actuallyi 
is  received  in  the  market  administrator’s 
office,  the  postmark  has  been  accepted  as 
the  “date  of  receipt.” 

Any  handler,  therefore,  who  oosts  his 
FKiyment  in  the  mail  ju^  prior  to  the 
lir^  of  the  month  following  the  due  date 
incurs  no  additional  charge.  In  such  cir¬ 
cumstances,  he  has  the  continued  use  of 
producer  monies,  and  is  indemnified  by 
the  prolonged  grace  period  presently 
allowed. 

It  is  quite  evident  that  the  incidence  of 
late  payments  by  handlers  Is  a  serious 
problem  and  that  the  present  order  pro- 
^lons  as  they  relate  to  charges  on  over¬ 
due  obligations  are  not  achieving  their 
desired  purpose.  Data  submitted  in  evi¬ 
dence  by  the  market  administrator  de¬ 
tailed  the  payment  practices  of  43  han¬ 
dlers  required  to  make  payments  to  the 
producer  settlement  and  administrative 
funds  during  each  of  the  six  months, 
July  through  December  1975.  During  the 
six  month  period  there  were  258  pay¬ 
ments  made  by  the  43  handlers  to  tlie 
market  administrator.  For  this  period, 
only  63  percent  of  handler  payments 
were  received  by  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  from  the  16th  through  the  20th  dur¬ 
ing  such  period  ranged  from  54  to  70 
percent.  Ihirlng  the  next  five  day  period 
(21st  through  the  25th  payments  were 
received  during  the  6 -month  period  from 
26  percent  of  the  handlers.  During  the 
two  periods  of  the  26th  through  the  30th, 
and  the  31st  (when  applicable) .  and  the 
1st  of  the  following  month  through  the 
3rd,  payments  from  an  average  of  3 
handlers  in  each  period  were  received  by 
the  market  administrator. 

In  terms  of  money  owed,  the  payment 
delinquency  experience  for  this  period 
was  a  little  better.  For  the  same  six 
month  p>eriod,  73-  percent  of  the  total 
value  of  handler  payments  were  received 
by  the  market  administrator  between 
the  16th  and  20th  of  the  month.  The 
market  administrator  cannot  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  make  full  payments  to  pro¬ 
ducers,  cooperatives,  and/or  the  State, 
whichever  the  case  may  be,  if  all  pay¬ 
ments  from  handlers  are  not  available 
to  him  on  the  dates  such  payments  are 
required  to  be  made — ^i.e.,  the  18th  to 
cooperi^ves  and  the  State,  and  the  20th 
to  individual  producers.  To  accommo¬ 
date  to  such  payment  delinquencies,  the 
market  administrator  withholds  funds 
from  the  particular  producer  (s)  who 
supply  a  delinquent  handler  until  such 
handler  submits  payment  for  his  order 
obligations. 

The  current  provisions  for  late  pay¬ 
ment  charge,  therefore,  have  had  little 
Impact  in  encouraging  prompt  handler 
payments.  Since  payments  apparently 
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are  made  in  time  to  avoid  a  late  charge 
in  the  majority  of  circumstances,  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  rate  on  overdue  obliga¬ 
tions  as  ad(H>ted  herein  reasonably  can 
be  expected  to  Increase  the  flow  of  money 
to  the  market  administrator  and  thus 
to  implement  final  payment  to  producers 
on  the  prescribed  payment  dates. 

Because  of  the  extent  of  the  late  pay¬ 
ment  problem  that  has  persisted  in  the 
market,  it  is  appropriate  that  charges  on 
overdue  obligations  apply  on  the  first 
day  that  such  obligation  is  overdue. 
Further,  any  such  overdue  obligation 
should  be  increased  by  three-fourths  of 
1  percent  on  the  first  day  of  each  suc¬ 
ceeding  month  until  the  obligation  is 
paid. 

A  late  payment  charge  of  this  amount 
should  apply  irrespective  of  whether  the 
obligation  is  paid  three  or  four  days  late 
or  nearly  a  month  late.  If  the  late  pay¬ 
ment  charge  were  treated  as  interest 
and  computed  on  a  daily  basis,  the  order 
would  merely  represent  a  banking  serv¬ 
ice  for  handlers  who  desire  to  use  pro¬ 
ducer  funds  as  an  alternative  source  of 
money  at  the  going  interest  rate.  This 
is  not  the  intended  purpose  of  the  late 
payment  charge.  Rather,  it  is  a  charge 
that  will  induce  handlers  to  pay  their 
obligations  to  the  market  administrator 
on  time. 

Proponents’  proposal  to  provide  either 
a  3  or  4  day  grace  period  for  payment 
to  reach  the  maiket  administrator  could 
not  achieve  the  objective  sought. 

The  application  of  the  late  pasment 
charge  on  the  day  following  the  date 
when  payment  is  due  may  require  some 
adjustment  in  the  billing  procedures  of 
the  market  administrator  to  handlers. 
In  this  connection,  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  may  need  to  reduce  the  period 
customarily  taken  to  notify  a  handler  of 
his  monthly  obligations  so  that  the 
handler  in  turn  will  have  sufficient  time 
to  mall  the  payment  by  the  due  date. 
This  adjustment  can  be  accomplished 
within  the  framework  of  the  existing 
order  and  thus  requires  no  amendatory 
action. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
interested  parties.  These  briefs,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
interested  parties  are  inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  denied 
for  the  reasons  previously  stated  in  this 
decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  finding  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  are  hereby  rati¬ 


fied  and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
conflict  with  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  maiketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  donand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  tentative  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  TTie  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as, 
euid  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hear¬ 
ing  has  been  held. 

Recommended  Marketing  Agreement  and 
Order  Amending  the  Order 

The  recommended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  is  not  included  in  this  decision 
because  the  regulatory  provisions  thereof 
would  be  the  same  as  those  contained 
in  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended.  The  following  order  amending 
the  order,  as  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Oregon-Wash- 
ington  marketing  area  is  recommended 
as  the  detailed  and  appropriate  means 
by  which  the  foregoing  conclusions  may 
be  carried  out: 

1.  In  S  1124.11,  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  are  revised  as  follows: 

§  1124.11  Producer. 

•  •  •  •  b 

(a)  A  cooperative  association  may  di¬ 
vert  for  its  account  to  a  nonpool  plant 
the  milk  of  any  producer  whose  milk  has 
been  received  previously  at  a  p<x>l  plant 
and  from  whom  at  least  one  delivery 
per  month  during  each  of  the  months  of 
September,  October  and  November  is  re¬ 
ceived  at  a  pool  plant,  except  that  in  the 
case  of  any  producer  whose  milk  has  not 
been  received  at  a  pool  plant  for  at  least 
one  day  during  each  of  the  preceding 
months  of  September-November  such 
producer  shall  be  required  to  have  at 
least  one  delivery  of  his  milk  received  at 
a  pool  plant  in  any  month  to  qualify  his 
milk  for  diversion  during  such  month. 
This  delivery  requirement  for  diversion 
purposes  shall  continue  imtil  such  pro¬ 
ducer's  milk  has  been  received  at  a  pool 
plant  for  three  consecutive  months  be¬ 
ginning  during  or  after  the  September- 
November  period.  The  aggregate  quantity 
diverted  may  not  exceed  the  aggregate 
quantity  received  during  the  month  from 
all  such  producers  at  pool  plants.  Two  or 
more  cooperative  associations  may  have 
their  allowable  diversions  computed  on 
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the  basis  of  the  combined  deliveries  of 
milk  by  their  member  producers  if  each 
association  has  filed  such  a  request  in 
writing  with  the  market  administra¬ 
tor  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  the  month 
such  agreement  is  effective.  This  request 
shall  specify  the  basis  for  assigning  any 
over-diverted  milk  to  the  producer  mem¬ 
bers  of  each  cooperative  association  ac¬ 
cording  to  a  method  approved  by  the 
market  administrator. 

(b)  A  handler  in  his  capacity  as  the 
operator  of  a  pool  plant  may  divert  for 
his  account  to  a  nonpool  plant  the  milk 
of  any  producer  whose  milk  has  been 
received  previously  at  a  pool  plant  and 
from  whom  at  least  one  delivery  per 
month  during  each  of  the  months  of 
September.  October,  and  November  is 
received  at  his  pool  plant(s)  and  who  is 
not  a  member  of  a  cooperative  associa¬ 
tion  which  is  diverting  milk  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  during  the 
month,  except  that  in  the  case  of  any 
producer  whose  milk  has  not  been  re¬ 
ceived  at  a  pool  plant  for  at  least  one  day 
diu’ing  each  of  the  preceding  months  of 
September-November  such  producer 
shall  be  required  to  have  at  least  one  de¬ 
livery  of  his  milk  received  at  a  pool  plant 
in  any  month  to  qualify  his  milk  for  di- 
versiMi  during  such  month.  This  delivery 
requirement  for  diversion  purposes  shall 
continue  until  such  producer’s  milk  has 
been  received  at  a  pool  plant  for  three 
consecutive  months  beginning  during  or 
after  the  September-November  period. 
Ilie  aggregate  quantity  diverted  may  not 
exceed  the  aggregate  quantity  received 
during  the  month  from  all  producers  at 
his  pool  plant(s) ; 

«  •  •  •  » 

2.  In  §  1124.52,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1124.52  Location  adju^lmcnl  to  han¬ 
dlers. 

(a)  The  Class  I  price  for  producer  milk 
and  other  source  milk  (for  which  a  lo¬ 
cation  adjustment  is  applicable)  at  a 
plant  100  miles  or  more  from  the  nearer 
of  the  Multnomah  County  Coiu’t  House  in 
Portland,  Oreg.,  or  the  city  hall  in 
Eugene.  Oreg.,  by  the  shortest  hard-sur¬ 
faced  highway  distance  as  determined  by 
the  market  administrator,  shall  be  re¬ 
duced  15  cents  and  an  additional  1.5 
cents  for  each  10  miles  or  fraction 
thereof  that  such  distance  exceeds  110 
miles:  Provided.  That  the  location  ad¬ 
justment  applicable  at  a  plant  located 
100  miles  or  more  from  the  nearer  of  such 
basing  points  but  within  the  Oregon 
coimties  of  Clatsop,  Coos,  Douglas.  Jack- 
son,  Josephine,  Lane,  Lincoln,  and  Tilla¬ 
mook  shall  be  not  more  than  10  cents 
and  the  location  adjustment  applicable 
at  a  plant  located  elsewhere  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  or  in  Grant  County,  Wash., 
shall  not  be  more  than  20  cents;  and 
•  •  •  •  • 

§  1124.62  [Amended] 

3.  In  S  1124.62  Obligations  of  handler 
operating  a  partUUly  regulated  distrib¬ 
uting  plant,  the  reference  *‘1124.81  (b)" 
in  paragraph  (a)(l)(l)  Is  changed  to 
“5 1124.81(c)”. 


4.  Section  1124.81  is  revised  as  follows: 

§  1124.81  Payments  to  the  produeer- 
seulement  fund. 

On  or  before  the  16th  day  after  the 
end  of  each  month,  each  handler  shall 
pay  to  the  market  administrator  his  net 
pool  obligation  computed  pursuant  to 
§  1124.70,  less: 

(a)  Payments  made  pursuant  to 
§  1124.82a; 

(b)  The  amount  of  the  deductions  and 
payments  authorized  by  individual  pro¬ 
ducers  or  cooperative  association  which 
are  itemized  on  the  handler’s  producer 
payroll;  and 

(c) (1)  ’The  value  at  the  weighted  aver¬ 
age  price  computed  pursuant  to  §  1124.71 
(a)  applicable  at  the  location  of  the 
plant(s)  from  which  received  (not  to  be 
less  than  the  Class  III  price)  with  respect 
to  other  source  milk  for  which  values  are 
computed  pursuant  to  S  1124.70(e) ;  and 

(2)  In  the  calculation  of  the  total 
amount  of  the  deductions  and  charges  to 
be  subtracted,  the  deductions  and 
charges  to  be  considered  with  respect  to 
each  individual  producer  shall  not  be 
greater  than  the  total  value  of  the  milk 
received  from  such  producer. 

§  1124.82  [Amended] 

5.  In  §  1124.82  Payments  from  the  pro¬ 
ducer-settlement  fund,  the  reference  to 
“S  1124.81(a)”  in  paragraph  (a)  is 
changed  to  “§  1124.81  (a)  and  (b)”. 

6.  A  new  $  1124.82a  is  added  as  follows: 

§  1124.82a  Partial  payments  to  prodiir- 
era  and  to  cooperative  associations. 

(a)  On  or  before  the  last  day  of  each 
month,  each  handler  shall  make  pay¬ 
ment,  subject  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  to  each  producer,  who  had  not 
discontinued  shipping  milk  to  such  han¬ 
dler  before  the  15th  day  of  the  month, 
for  milk  received  from  such  producer 
during  the  first  15  days  of  the  month, 
at  not  less  than  the  Class  III  price  per 
hundredweight  for  the  preceding  month; 

(b)  In  making  payments  to  producers 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  each  handler,  on  or  before  the  sec¬ 
ond  day  prior  to  the  date  specified  in  such 
paragraph,  shall  pay  to  each  cooi>era- 
tive  association  that  so  requests  for 
those  producers  for  whom  it  markets 
milk  and  who  are  certified  to  the  mar¬ 
ket  administrator  by  the  c(x>perative  as¬ 
sociation  as  having  authorized  the  co¬ 
operative  association  to  receive  such  pay¬ 
ment  an  amount  equal  to  the  sum  of  the 
Individual  payments  otherwise  due  such 
producers  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section;  and 

(c)  On  or  before  the  second  day  prior 
to  the  last  day  of  the  month,  each 
handler  shall  make  payment  to  a  co¬ 
operative  association  for  milk  received 
from  such  association  in  its  capacity  as 
a  handler  described  in  i  1124.7  (c)  and 

(d)  for  milk  received  during  the  ^st  15 
days  of  the  month  at  not  less  than  the 
Class  III  price  for  the  preceding  month. 
§  1124.83  [Amended] 

7.  In  S  1124.83  Location  differentials  to 
producers  and  on  nonpool  milk,  the  ref¬ 


erence  ”§  1124.81(b)”  in  paragraph  (b) 
is  changed  to  "8  1124.81(c)”. 

8.  In  f  1124.85,  paragraph  (b)  -is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1124.85  Adjustmenl  of  acrounix. 

«  •  *  *  * 

(b)  Any  unpaid  obligation  of  a  handler 
pursuant  to  88  1124.81,  1124.86,  and 
1124.87,  or  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section, 
including  any  obligation  incurred  under 
this  paragraph,  shall  be  increased  three- 
fourths  of  1  percent  on  the  next  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  due  date  of  such  obligation 
and  at  a  similar  rate  on  the  first  day  of 
each  month  thereafter  until  paid. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C..  on  July  1, 
1976. 

William  T.  Manley, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Program  Operations. 
(FR  Doc.76-19509  Filed  7-6-76; 8:46  am) 


Farmers  Home  Administration 
[7CFR  Part  1861] 

I  FmHA  Instruction  461 .6 1 

SERVICING  OF  COMMUNITY  PROGRAM 
LOANS  AND  GRANTS 

Proposed  Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Farm¬ 
ers  Home  Administration  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  proposed  amendments  of 
8  1861.81  and  various  paragraphs  of 
§8  1861.82,  1861.85  and  1861.93  of  Sub¬ 
part  P  of  Part  1861,  Title  7,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  (37  PR  15502) .  ’The  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  are  as  follows: 
§  1861.81  will  be  amended  to  include 
Community  Facility  loans  and  industrial 
development  grants.  Section  1861.82, 
paragraph  (e)  (1)  (v)  is  amended  to  up¬ 
date  the  cross-reference  to  Part  1823  of 
this  Chapter  pertaining  to  proposed  de¬ 
velopment  work;  8  1861.85,  paragraph 
(b)  (2)  is  amended  to  permit  loans  to  be 
transferred  to  public  bodies  at  the  same 
interest  rate  as  the  original  loan; 
8  1861.93(a)  is  amended  to  require  the 
State  Director  to  determine  the  value  of 
security  when  facilities  are  to  be  merged. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  ccxnments,  suggestions  or  ob¬ 
jections  to  the  Chief,  Directives  Manage¬ 
ment  Branch,  Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Room  6316,  South  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  on  or  before  August  6,  1976. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  ofSce  of  the 
Chief,  Directives  Management  Branch' 
during  regular  biisiness  hours.  (8:15 
a.m.-4:45  p.m.) 

As  proposed,  the  amendments  to 
8  1861.81,  8  1861.82  paragraph  (e)  (1)  (v), 
8  1861.85  paragraph  (b)  (2)  and  8  1861.93 
(a)  read  as  follows; 

1.  Section  1861.81  is  revised  as  follows; 
§  1861.81  Purpose. 

This  Subpart  prescribes  the  policies, 
authorizations,  and  procedures  for  serv¬ 
icing  the  following:  Community  water 
and  waste  disposal  system  loans  and 
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grants,  community  facility  loans,  com~ 
prehensive  water  and  sewer  planning 
grants.  Industrial  development  grants, 
loans  for  grazing  and  other  shlft-in>land 
use  projects,  association  recreation  loans, 
commimity  irrigation  and  drainage 
loans,  watershed  loans  and  advances,  re¬ 
source  conservation  and  development 
loans,  economic  opportunity  cooperative 
loans,  loans  to  Indian  tribes  and  tribal 
corporations,  and  loans  to  timber  devel¬ 
opment  organizations.  Servicing  will  be 
directed  toward  assisting  the  borrower 
to  meet  the  objectives  of  the  loan,  repay¬ 
ing  loans  on  schedule,  complying  with 
agreements,  and  protecting  the  Farmers 
Home  Administration’s  (FmHA)  finan- 
ci&l 

2.  Section  1861.82(e)  (1)  (v)  is  revised 
as  follows. 

§  1861.82  1.4>an  serv  icing. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(e)  *  •  • 

(1)  •  •  • 

(V)  Any  proposed  development  work 
w'ill  be  planned  and  performed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §!  1823.21  through  1823.33 
of  this  Chapter  or  in  a  manner  which 
reasonably  attains  the  objectives  of  Sub- 
part  A,  Part  1823  of  this  CJhapter. 

•  •  •  *  « 

3.  Section  1861.85(b)(2)  is  re^ised  as 
follows: 

§  1861.85  Transfer  of  security  and  as¬ 
sumption  of  loans. 

•  «  •  «  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

*  *  *  •  • 

(2)  If  the  interest  rate  or  terms  of  the 
loan  are  changed.  Form  FmHA  460-5, 
“Assumption  Agreement  (New  Terms)," 
w'ill  be  executed  by  the  transferee.  The 
new  repayment  period  may  not  exceed 
the  repayment  period  for  a  new  loan  of 
the  type  involved.  If  the  current  Interest 
rate  for  such  loans  is  higher  than  the  rate 
specified  in  the  note(s)  being  assumed, 
the  current  rate  will  apply,  except  in 
cases  of  transfers  to  public  bodies  and 
mergers. 

4.  Paragraph  (a)  of  {  1861.93  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1861.93  Determining  present  marlief 
▼slue. 

(a)  The  value  of  security  to  be  sub¬ 
ordinated,  sold,  merged,  transferred,  vol¬ 
untarily  conveyed,  or  foreclosed  under 
this  Subpart  will  be  determined  by  the 
State  Director  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(7  TTA.C.  1989,  42  UA.C.  2942,  delegation  of 
authority  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  7 
CFB  2.23,  dtiegatlon  of  authority  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Rural  Development,  7 
CFR  2.70,  delegations  of  authority  by  Direc¬ 
tor.  OBO  29  FR  14764,  33  FR  9860) 

Dated:  Jime  29. 1976. 

Frank  B.  Elliott, 
Administrator, 

Farmers  Home  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.T6-1960e  FUed  7-8-76:8:45  am] 


CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 
[  16  CFR  Part  1201  ] 

ARCHITECTURAL  GLAZING  MATERIALS 

Extension  of  Time  for  Issuance  of  Safety 

Standard  or  Withdrawal  of  Notice  of 

Proceeding 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  extend 
from  June  11,  1976,  until  December  1, 
1976  the  period  in  which  the  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission  must  pub¬ 
lish  in  the  Federal  Register  a  final  con¬ 
sumer  product  safety  standard  for  archi¬ 
tectural  glazing  materials  or  a  notice 
withdrawing  the  notice  of  proceeding  for 
the  development  of  a  standard. 

On  June  20,  1973  the  Consumer  Safety 
Glazing  Committee  (CSGC)  petitioned 
the  Commission  under  section  10  of  the 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
2059)  to  commence  a  proceeding  for  the 
development  of  a  consumer  product 
safety  standard  to  address  the  hazards 
associated  with  architectural  glass. 

On  November  1,  1973,  the  Commission, 
on  the  basis  of  information  submitted  by 
CSGC,  consideration  of  reported  Injury 
data,  and  review  of  data  and  Information 
gathered  by  the  National  Commission  on 
Product  Safety,  granted  CSGC’s  petition. 
Thereafter,  a  standard  development  pro¬ 
ceeding  applicable  to  architectural  glass 
was  commenced  under  section  7  of  the 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Act  by  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  May  28,  1974 
(39  FR  18502) ,  soliciting  offers  to  develop 
a  recommended  consumer  product  safety 
standard  or  submission  of  previously 
existing  standards  for  consideration  as  a 
proposed  standard.  The  Commission  sub¬ 
sequently  accepted  the  offer  of  CSGC 
which  submitted  a  recommended  stand¬ 
ard  to  the  Commission  on  January  24, 
1975.  After  some  modification  to  the  rec¬ 
ommended  standard,  the  Commission 
published  for  comment  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  February  11,  1976  (41  FR 
6178)  a  proposed  standard  for  materials 
whose  name,  commencing  with  the  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1976  proposal,  had  been 
changed  from  architectural  glass  to 
architectural  glazing  materials.  A  more 
detailed  discussion  of  the  history  of  the 
development  of  this  proposed  standard 
appears  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1976. 

The  Commission  has  of  this  date  re¬ 
ceived  50  written  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  standard,  and  8  oral  presentations 
concerning  the  proposal  were  made.  The 
Commission  staff  has  been  reviewing  and 
anal3^ng  all  the  comments.  However,  in 
order  for  the  Commission  to  adequately 
examine  the  comments  and  the  responses 
thereto  and  to  consider  a  number  of  com¬ 
plex  Issues  that  have  bMn  raised  in  the 
c(»nments.  the  Commission  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  April  15,  1976  an¬ 
nounced  the  extension  of  the  period  in 
which  it  must  either  issue  a  final  con¬ 
sumer  product  safety  standard  for  archi¬ 
tectural  glazing  materials,  or  withdraw 
the  notice  of  proceeding  by  60  days  or 
until  June  11, 1976. 

In  the  course  of  the  ongoing  process 
of  review  and  analysis  of  the  entire  pub¬ 


lic  record  by  the  Commission  staff  and 
in  view  of  the  complexity  and  variety  of 
the  technical  Issues  which  have  been 
raised,  the  Commission  has  determined 
that  it  is  necessary  to  additionally  ex¬ 
tend  the  period  in  which  it  must  either 
issue  a  final  standard,  or  withdraw  the 
notice  of  proceeding  until  December  1, 
1976.  This  period  may  be  further  ex¬ 
tended  by  a  notice  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  showing  good  cause. 

Dated:  July  1.  1976. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product 

Safety  Commission. 

(FR  Doc.76-19541  FUed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD 

[  12  CFR  Parts  563  and  570  ] 

(No.  76-474] 

PENSION  PLANS  AND  SERVICE 
CORPORATIONS 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

June  30,  1976. 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board, 
by  Resolution  No.  75-440,  dated  May  19, 
1975,  proposed  to  revoke  its  ruling  set 
forth  in  5  570.2  of  the  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  for  Insurance  of  Accounts  (12  CFR 
570.2)  and  restate  it.  with  proposed 
amendments,  as  a  regulation  to  be  desig¬ 
nated  §  563.40  of  said  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations.  These  proposed  amendments 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  August  18.  1975  (40  FR  34614-15) ,  for 
public  comment.until  September  19, 1975. 
On  the  basis  of  public  comments  received 
on  the  proposaL  and  consideration  of 
other  r^evant  material  available,  the 
Board  considers  it  desirable  to  issue  a 
substantially  revised  proposal  in  this 
area. 

The  Board’s  May  19th  proposal  es¬ 
sentially  restated  Board  Ruling  570.2 
(effective  since  November  24,  1959),  but 
would  have  permitted  the  board  of  di¬ 
rectors  of  an  insured  institution  to  grant 
cost-of-living  increases  to  retired  em¬ 
ployees.  Enactment  of  the  Employee  Re¬ 
tirement  Income  Security  Act  of  1974 
(ERISA)  and  amendments  thereby 
made  to  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954  (IRC),  however,  required  major 
changes  in  insured  institutions’  pension 
plans  which  appear  to  require  revision 
of  the  Board’s  pror>osed  regulations  to 
provide  greater  flexibility  to  plan  admin¬ 
istrators  in  conforming  to  these  statu¬ 
tory  changes. 

This  new  proposal  would  change  the 
heading  “Pension,  retirement,  and 
deferred  compensation  plans  and  con¬ 
tracts"  to  “Pension  plans”  and  make  the 
following  substantive  changes:  (1)  Serv¬ 
ice  corporations  would  be  included  imder 
the  regulatory  requirements:  (2)  plan 
funding  methods  authorized  imder 
ERISA  and  IRC  provisions  would  be  al¬ 
lowed;  (3)  plan  termination,  although 
permitted,  would  not  be  required  to  be 
without  obligation,  and  would  require 
prior  notice  to  the  Corporation;  (4)  con¬ 
tingent  liability  coverage,  upon  avall- 
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ability  thereof,  would  be  required  in 
form  acceptable  to  the  Corporation;  (5) 
provision  for  termination  in  the  event 
of  default  of  the  institution  would  be 
deleted;  and  (6)  a  recordkeeping  re¬ 
quirement  would  be  added  for  plans  not 
covered  by  ERISA  and  IRC  recordkeep¬ 
ing  and  reporting  requirements.  These 
proposed  revisions  are  discussed  in 
greater  detail  below. 

Paragraph  (a)  of  this  proposal  would 
continue  to  permit  all  plans  which  are 
consistent  with  safe  and  sound  practices. 
The  Board’s  decision  to  extend  coverage 
of  the  proF>osal  to  include  service  cor¬ 
porations  reflects  its  view  that  soundness 
in  establishing  and  maintaining  such 
plans  by  service  corporations  is  impor¬ 
tant  to  the  safety  of  their  insured  in¬ 
stitution  parents. 

Proposed  paragraph  (b),  amount  and 
fundi^  of  obligation,  would  substan¬ 
tially  depart  from  Board  Ruling  570.2 
and  the  previous  proposal,  which  se¬ 
verely  lii^ted  methods  available  for 
funding  actuarial  liability,  because  they 
required  that  plans  be  fxmded  either  at 
the  outset  or  over  the  course  of  a  par¬ 
ticipant’s  normal  period  of  employment. 
To  provide  greater  flexibility  in  plan  ad¬ 
ministration,  the  Board  proposes  to 
allow  iise  of  any  actuarial  cost  method 
permitted  under  ERISA  and  the  IRC. 
However,  with  the  exception  of  insur¬ 
ance  contract  plans,  all  plans  which 
incur  past  service  liability,  whether  upon 
plan  sidoption  or  amendment,  would  be 
required  to  amortize  such  liability  over 
a  period  of  10  plan  years. 

Paragraph  (c) ,  regarding  plan  amend¬ 
ments  granting  annual  cost-of-living  in¬ 
creases  to  retired  plan  participants,  has 
been  clarifled  to  reflect  the  Board’s  in¬ 
tent  that  any  such  Increase  not  exceed 
the  annual  increase  in  the  Consumer 
Price  Index  as  published  by  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics. 

Paragraph  (d)  would  permit  the  board 
of  directors  of  an  insured  institution  or 
service  corporation  to  terminate  a  plan 
or  contract,  but  differs  from  Board  Rul¬ 
ing  570.2  and  the  prior  proposal  in  de¬ 
leting  the  requirement  that  all  obliga¬ 
tions  not  previously  fully  funded  also  be 
terminated,  since  this  provision  is  in¬ 
consistent  with  ERISA.  ’This  paragraph 
would  also  require  that  notice  of  plan 
termination  be  given  to  the  Corporation 
60  days  before  the  proposed  termination 
date,  since  imder  certain  conditions  an 
Insured  institution  or  service  corpora¬ 
tion  terminating  an  underfunded 
ERISA-quallfled  plan  could  incur  liabil¬ 
ity  in  an  amount  up  to  30%  of  its  net 


worth  to  the  Pension  Benefit  Guarantee 
Corporation  (PBGC) .  To  protect  against 
such  liability,  proposed  paragraph  (e) 
would  require  maintenance  of  contingent 
liability  coverage,  once  such  coverage 
becomes  available,  either  through  the 
PBGC  or  a  private  insurer,  in  a  form  ac¬ 
ceptable  to  the  Corporation. 

’The  provision  regarding  institutional 
default,  set  forth  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
the  prior  proposal  and  in  Board  Ruling 
570.2,  would-  be  deleted  as  inconsistent 
with  ERISA  requirements. 

Paragraph  (f ) ,  as  proposed,  would  add 
a  recordkeeping  requirement  only  for 
plans  of  institutions  and  service  corpo¬ 
rations  not  subject  to  ERISA  and  IRC 
recordkeeping  and  reporting  require¬ 
ments. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  ^ta,  views  and  arguments 
to  the  OflBce  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  320  F^rst  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20552,  by  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1976,  as  to  whether  the  proposal 
should  be  adopted,  rejected,  or  modified. 
Written  material  submitted  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  above 
address. 

Accordingly,  the  Board  hereby  pro¬ 
poses  to  revoke  §  570.2  and  adopt  a  new 
§  563.40  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

1.  Add  new  S  563.40  to  read  as  follows; 

§  563.40  Pension  plans. 

(a)  General.  No  Insured  institution  or 
service  corporation  thereof  shall  sponsor 
a  pension  plan  which,  because  of  unrea¬ 
sonable  costs  or  any  other  reason,  could 
lead  to  material  financial  loss  or  damage 
to  the  insured  institution  or  service  cor¬ 
poration.  The  prospective  obligation  or 
liability  of  the  insured  institution  or 
service  corporation  to  each  participant 
shall  be  stated  in  or  determinable  from 
the  plan. 

(b)  Funding.  Actuarial  cost  methods 
permitted  under  the  Employee  Retire¬ 
ment  Security  Act  of  1974  and  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  shall  be  used  to  determine  plan  fund¬ 
ing:  Provided,  however.  That  any  past 
service  liability  incurred  must  be  amor¬ 
tized  within  10  plan  years,  unless  such 
plan  is  an  insurance  contract  plan. 

(c)  Plan  amendment.  A  plan  may  be 
amended  to  provide  reasonable  annual 
cost-of-living  increases  to  retired  par¬ 
ticipants:  Provided,  however.  That: 

(1)  Any  such  increase  shall  be  for  such 
period  and  amoimt  as  determined  by  the 
institution’s  or  service  corporation’s 
board  of  directors,  but  in  no  event  shall 
an  annual  increase  be  greater  than  the 
annual  increase  in  the  Consumer  Price 


Index  as  published  by  the  Bureau  of  La¬ 
bor  Statistics;  and 

(2)  No  increase  shall  be  granted  unless 
(i)  charges  to  net  income  for  prior  peri¬ 
ods  have  first  been  found  to  be  reason¬ 
able  by  the  insured  institution’s  or  serv¬ 
ice  corporation’s  board  of  directors  as 
documented  by  appropriate  resolution 
and  supporting  analysis;  and  (ii)  such 
Increase  will  not  reduce  the  institution’s 
net  worth  below  the  level  required  by 
§  563.13(b). 

(d)  Termination.  The  plan  shall  per¬ 
mit  the  institution’s  or  service  corpora¬ 
tion’s  board  of  directors  and  its  succes¬ 
sors  to  terminate  such  plan:  Provided, 
however.  That  notice  of  intent  to  termi¬ 
nate  shall  be  filed  with  the  Corporation 
at  least  60  days  prior  to  the  proposed 
termination  date. 

(e)  Contingent,  liability  coverage. 
Upon  availability  thereof,  contingent  li¬ 
ability  coverage  for  losses  arising  from 
plan  termination  shall  be  maintained  by 
each  Insured  Institution  and  its  service 
corporations  in  a  form  acceptable  to  the 
Corporation. 

(f)  Records.  Each  insured  institution 
and  service  corporation  thereof  main¬ 
taining  a  plan  not  subject  to  recordkeep¬ 
ing  and  reporting  requirements  of  the 
Eknployee  Retirement  Income  Security 
Act  of  1974  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954,  as  amended,  shall  establish 
and  maintain  records  containing  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(1)  Plan  description; 

(2)  Schedule  of  participants  and  bene¬ 
ficiaries; 

(3)  Schedule  of  participants’  and  ben¬ 
eficiaries’  rights  and  obligations; 

(4)  Plan’s  financial  statements;  and 

(5)  An  opinion  signed  by  the  institu¬ 
tion’s  or  sevlce  corporation’s  actuary  af¬ 
firming  that  actuarial  assumptions  in 
the  aggregate  are  reasonable,  take  into 
account  the  plan’s  experience  and  ex¬ 
pectations,  and  represent  the  best  esti¬ 
mate  of  such  actuary  as  to  the  plan’s 
projected  experiences. 

§  570.2  [Revoked] 

2.  Revoke  S  570.2  effective  (date  new 
§  563.40  becomes  effective) . 

(Secs.  402,  403,  407,  48  Stat.  1256,  1257,  1260. 
as  amended  (12  UJ3.C.  1725,  1726,  1730.  Re- 
org.  Plan  No.  3  of  1947,  12  PR  4981,  3  CFR 
1943-48  Comp.  p.  1071)  ) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

J.  J.  Pnm, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-19616  Filed  7-6-76; 8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
MERCHANTILE  NATIONAL  BANK 
Suspension  of  Trading 

It  appearing  that  an  extension  of  the 
Order,  issued  June  21,  1976,  suspending 
trading  in  the  securities  of  Mercantile 
National  Bank,  Atlanta,  Georgia,  on  the 
over-the-counter  market  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Sections  12  (i) 
and  12 (k>  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  the  suspension  of  trading 
in  the  securities  of  Mercantile  National 
Bank,  Atlanta,  Georgia,  on  the  over-the- 
counter  market  is  hereby  extended  for 
the  ten-day  period  commencing  at  mid¬ 
night  (EDT)  on  July  1,  1976,  and  ter¬ 
minating  at  midnight  (EDT)  on  July 
11, 1976. 

Dated:  July  1, 1976. 

James  E.  Smith. 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

(FR  Doc.76-19523  PUed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

AD  HOC  STUDY  TEAM  ON  INFLUENZA  OF 
THE  ARMED  FORCES  EPIDEMIOLOGI¬ 
CAL  BOARD 

Meeting 

1.  In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463)  annoimcement  is  made 
of  the  following  Advisory  Committee 
meeting: 

Name  of  committee.  Ad  hoc  Study  Team  on 
Influenza  of  the  Armed  Forces  Epidemio¬ 
logical  Board. 

Date  of  meeting.  July  13,  1976. 

Place.  Conference  Boom  3092,  Walter  Reed 
Army  Institute  of  Research,  Walter  Reed 
Army  Medical  Center,  Washington.  D.C. 
Time.  0900-1630. 

Purpose.  This  notice  is  being  published 
giving  less  than  15  days  notice  of  the 
meeting.  An  emergency  situation  has  been 
created  by  the  vaccine  fleld  trials  which 
indicated  that  some  of  the  vaccines  do  not 
produce  an  adequate  antibody  re^>onse  in 
persons  under  25  years  of  age.  TTie  ad  hoc 
Study  Team  is  meeting  to  review  its  recom¬ 
mendations  for  Immunization  of  military 
personnel  in  light  of  the  new  data  now 
avaUable  from  the  DoD/DHEW  ^nsored 
fleld  trials,  so  that  DoD  can  begin  procure¬ 
ment  of  necessary  vaccine  for  its  immuni¬ 
zation  program  by  September  1.  The  pro¬ 
posed  agenda  Includes  the  presentation  and 
discussion  of  data  on  epidemiological  and 
clincal  studies  on  the  proposed  A  Swine 
vaccine  in  order  to  formulate  recommeda- 
tlons  for  the  military  Immunization  pro¬ 
gram.  This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 


but  limited  by  space  accommodations.  Any 
Interested  person  may  attend,  appear  be¬ 
fore,  or  file  statements  with  the  committee 
at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  permitted 
by  the  committee.  Interested  persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  participate  should  advise  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary,  DASG-AFEB,  Room  1B472 
Pentagon,  Washington,  D.C.  20310. 

Duane  G.  Erickson, 

LTC,  MSC,  USA. 

Executive  Secretary. 

July  2,  1976. 

IFR  Doc.76-19634  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration 

NATIONAL  INSTITUTE  OF  LAW 
ENFORCEMENT  AND  CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  of  the  National  Insti¬ 
tute  of  Law  Enforcement  and  criminal 
Justice,  Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  will  meet  on  July  22,  1976 
from  9:30  a.m.-5:00  pjn.  at  the  Key 
Bridge  Marriott  Hotel,  Rosslyn,  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Topics  of  discussion  will  include  a 
briefing  on  Institute  activities  and  pro¬ 
posed  research  topics  for  PY  77. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 

For  further  information,  please  con¬ 
tact  Gerald  M.  Caplan,  National  Institute 
of  Law  Enforcement  and  Criminal 
Justice,  Law  Enforcement  Assistsmce  Ad¬ 
ministration,  UJS.  Department  of  Justice, 
633  Indiana  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20531.  (202)  376-3606. 

Gerald  Yamada, 
Attorney-Advisor, 
Office  of  General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.76-19668  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
GULF  INTERSTATE  ENGINEERING  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

June  29,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185)  the 
Gulf  Interstate  Engineering  Company  on 
behalf  of  Niklskl  Alaska  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  filed  an  application  for  a  right-of- 
way  (AA-11377)  to  construct  a  10.750- 
Inch  diameter  pipeline  for  the  purpose 
of  transporting  natural  gas  or  any  other 
gases,  liquids  or  substances  which  can 
be  transported  through  a  pipeline  across 
the  following  described  national  resource 
and  Federal  lands. 


Seward  Meridian,  Alaska 

T.  13  N.,  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  7. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  petroleum 
products  from  the  Niklskl  Alaska  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  delivery  terminal  located 
in  Block  10,  Port  of  Anchorage  suMivi- 
sion  to  the  Military  Anchorage  Metering 
Station,  Fort  Richardson,  Municipality 
of  Anchorage,  a  distance  of  1,760  feet 
more  or  less. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  Inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  on  this  matter  should  do  so 
promptly.  Persons  submitting  comments 
should  Include  their  name  and  address 
and  send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management.  4700  Blast 
72nd  Street,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99502. 

Robert  E.  Sorenson, 
Authorized  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.76-19605  Rled  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

COLORADO  RIVER  BASIN  SALINITY 
CONTROL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Public  Law  92-463)  annoimcement  is 
made  of  a  meeting  of  the  Colorado  River 
Basin  Salinity  Control  Advisory  Council 
at  9:00  am.  on  July  22,  1976,  at  the 
Showboat  Hotel,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada. 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  Council  members 
will  be  briefed  on  the  status  of  salinity 
control  activities  and  they  will  finalize 
their  recommendations  for  Fiscal  Year 
1978  activities  to  the  involved  Federal 
agencies. 

Proposed  Agenda:  Council  report  and 
recommendations  on  the  Salinity  Con¬ 
trol  activities  being  conducted  under 
Title  n  of  the  Colorado  River  Salinity 
Control  Act  (Public  Law  93-320) ;  status 
report  and  discussions  of  Paradox  Valley, 
Grand  Valley,  and  Las  Vegas  Wash 
Units;  and  discussion  of  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  report  on  Colorado  River 
basin  salinity  control  investigations. 

The  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Council 
is  open  to  the  public. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  Council  be¬ 
fore,  during,  or  after  the  meeting.  Tb  the 
extent  that  time  permits,  the  Council 
Chairman  may  allow  public  presentation 
of  oral  statements  at  the  meeting. 
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All  communications  regarding  this  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  should  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
Robert  I.  Strand,  Acting  Chief.  Water 
Qua^  Office,  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
Engineering  and  Research  Center.  P.O. 
Box  25007,J3enver.  Colorado  80225. 

Dated:  July  1. 1976. 

G.  O.  Stamm, 

Commissioner  of  Reclamation. 
IFR  r)oc.76-19e24  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  «mj 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

EVANS  NOTCH  UNIT  PLAN,  WHITE 
MOUNTAIN  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Notice  of  Awailability  of  Draft ' 
Environmental  Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  on  the  Evam 
Notch  Unit  Plan  for  the  White  Mountain 
National  Forest,  USDA-FS-R9-DES- 
( ADM) -76-05. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  land  use  plan  for  51,000 
acres  of  Forest  Service  land  located  on 
the  White  Mountain  National  Forest  in 
Oxford  County  in  the  State  of  Maine 
and  Carroll  and  Coos  Counties  in  the 
State  of  New  Hampshire. 

This  draft  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  June  23, 1976. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Soutta  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Boom  3231,  12th  St.  A  Ind^udence 
Ave.,  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Eastern  Beglon,  633 
West  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Milwaukee,  Wis¬ 
consin.  63203. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  White  Mountain  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  Federal  Building,  719  Main 
St.,  P.O.  Box  638,  Laconia,  New  Hampshire 
03246. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Forest  Supervi¬ 
sor,  White  Mountain  National  Forest^ 
Federal  Building,  719  Main  Street,  P.O. 
Box  638,  Laconia,  New  Hampshire  03246. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the  C7EQ 
Guidelines. 

Written-ownments  are  invited  from  the 
public,  and  from  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies  which  are  authorized  to  develop  and 
enforce  environmental  standards,  and 
from  Federal  agencies  having  jurisdic¬ 
tion  by  law  or  special  expertise  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  environmental  Impact  in¬ 
volved  for  which  comments  have  not 
been  requested  specifically. 

Written  comments  concerning  the 
proposed  action  and  requests  for  addi¬ 
tional  information  should  be  addressed^ 
to  Forest  Supervisor.  White  Mountain 
National  Forest.  Federal  Building,  719 
Main  Street,  P.O.  Box  638,  Laconia,  New 
Hampshire  03246.  Wrlttoi  comments 
must  be  received  by  August  23,  1976,  in 


order  to  be  considered  in  the  preparation 
of  the  final  environmental  statemmt. 

E^^R^^E8  Ij.  Sl4n^T, 
Actinff  Regional  Forester. 

Jim  23, 1976. 

[ra  Doc.76-19601  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

CITIZENS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  of  October 
6,  1972,  (Public  Law  92-463,  86  STAT. 
770-776),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
public  meeting  of  the  USDA  Citizens  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Civil  Rights  will  be 
held  on  July  27-28,  1976,  Room  2-W, 
Administration  Building,  UB.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  14th  k  Independ¬ 
ence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250.  TTie  meeting  will  convene  at  9:00 
a.m.  on  each  day  and  adjourn  at  12:00 
noon  on  July  28.  1976.  The  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  certain  Equal  Opportunity  matters 
with  USDA  officials. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  by  contacting 
the  Director,  Office  of  Equal  Opportu¬ 
nity,  USDA.  Washington,  D.C.  20250.  In¬ 
terested  persons  may  file  written  state¬ 
ments  with  the  committee  before  or 
after  the  meeting. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  21st 
day  of  June  1976. 

Miles  S.  Washington,  Jr., 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Equal  Opportunity. 

[FR  Doc.76-19507  Filed  7-6-78:8:45  am] 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Administration 
OVERLAND  STOCKYARDS,  ET  AL 
Depocting  of  Stockyards 

It  has  been  ascertained,  and  notice  Is 
hereby  given,  that  the  livestock  markets 
named  herein,  originally  posted  on  the 
respective  dates  specified  below  as  be¬ 
ing  subject  to  the  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Act,  1921,  as  amraded  (7  UB.C. 
181  et  seq.) ,  no  Irniger  come  within  the 
definition  of  a  stockyard  under  said  Act 
and  are,  therefore,  no  longer  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Facility  No.,  name  and 
location  of  stockyard  Date  of  posting 
CA-130  Overland  Stock-  Ndv.  8, 1969. 

yards,  Hanford,  Calif. 

IA-183  Marshalltown  Live-  May  22, 1969. 

stock  Auction,  Inc.,  Mar¬ 
shalltown.  Iowa. 

OB-117  Ontario  Livestock  Jan.  27, 1938. 

Commission,  Inc.,  Ontario, 

Oreg. 

SD-119  Volmer  Livestock  Sept.  30, 1967. 

Auction,  Fort  Pierre,  8. 

Dak. 

UT-1Q2  J-B  Land  Company,  Aug.  6, 1968. 

North  Salt  Lake,  Utah. 

Notice  or  other  public  procedure  has 
not  preceded  promulgation  of  the  fore¬ 


going  rule.  There  is  no  legal  justifica¬ 
tion  for  not  promptly  deposting  aetock- 
yard  which  is  no  longer  within  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  that  term  contained  In  the  Act. 

The  foregoing  is  in  the  nature  of  a 
rule  relieving  a  restriction  and  may  be 
made  effective  iii  less  than  30  days  af¬ 
ter  publication  in  the  Fedebal  Register. 
This  notice  shall  become  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(42  Stat.  159,  as  amended  and  suf^lemented: 
7  U.8.C.  181  et  seq.) 

Done  at  Washingtwi,  D.C.,  this  SOth 
of  Jime  1976. 

Edward  L.  Thompson, 
Chief,  Registrations,  Bonds,  and 
Reports  Branch  Livestock 
Marketing  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-19655  FUed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Economic  Development  Administration 

tlATIONAL  PUBLIC  ADVISORY  COMMIT¬ 
TEE  ON  REGIONAL  ECONOMIC  DEVEL¬ 
OPMENT 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463)  and  section  8b(l)  of 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-63,  announcement 
is  made  of  the  following  Committee 
Meeting: 

Name:  National  Public  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Regional  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment. 

Date :  August  3, 1976. 

Place:  The  FalrmiHit  Hotel.  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  GaUfomia. 

Time:  9:00  ajn. 

.Purpose  of  Meeting:  The  Committee 
will  review  draft  recommesidations  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Subcommittees  on:  (1)  Fi¬ 
nancial  Tods  for  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment;  (2)  Policy  and  Program  Conflicts 
between  Public  Develc^ment  Programs; 
(3)  Manpower. 

The  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  is  open  to  the  public.  Any  member  of 
the  public  is  permitted  to  file  a  written 
statement  with  the  Committee,  before  or 
after  the  meeting.  To  the  extent  that 
time  permits,  the  Committee  Chairman 
or  the  Committee  may  permit  oral  state¬ 
ments  by  mnnbere  of  the  public  to  be 
presented  at  the  meeting. 

All  communications  In  regard  to  this 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
should  be  addresed  to  Miss  Marina 
Gentllini,  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  EcoiKHnlc  Develwment, 
Economic  Development  Administration. 
Department  of  Commerce.  Room  7814, 
14th  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230,  telephone  202- 
377-5059  or  377-3241. 

J.  W.  Eden, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Development, 

Junk  30. 1976. 

(Yfl  Doe.7e-I9&17  FBed  7-6-76:8:46  am] 
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National  Bureau  of  Standards 

FEDERAL  INFORMATION  PROCESSING 

STANDARDS  COORDINATING  AND  AD¬ 
VISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp.  rV, 
1974),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Information  Processing  Stand¬ 
ards  Coordinating  and  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  (FIPSCAC)  will  hold  a  meeting  from 
9:00  ajn.  to  1:00  p.m.  on  Thursday,  Au¬ 
gust  26, 1976,  in  Dining  Room  C.  Admin¬ 
istration  Building,  of  the  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards,  in  Gaithersburg, 
Maryland. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  re- 
^  view  the  actions  of  the  Federal  Informa¬ 
tion  Processing  Standards  (FIPS)  Task 
Groups  and  to  consider  other  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards. 

The  public  will  be  F>ermltted  to  attend. 
t6  file  written  statements,  and,  to  the 
extent  time  permits,  to  present  oral 
statements.  Persons  planning  to  attend 
should  notify  Robert  E.  Rountree,  Jr.,  In¬ 
stitute  for  Computer  Sciences  and  Tech¬ 
nology,  National  Bureau  of  Standards, 
Washington.  D.C.  20234  (phone  301- 
921-3157). 

Dated:  June  30, 1976. 

John  D.  Hoffman, 
Acting  Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-19474  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[Docket  No.  76N-0208] 

PERMITTED  USES  OF  CHLORINE  IN 
FOOD  PROCESSING 

Invitation  To  Submit  Data,  Information, 
and  Views 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(PPA)  is  requesting  the  submission  of 
data,  information,  and  views  on  the 
safety  and  use  of  chlorine  in  food  proc¬ 
essing.  These  data  and  information  will 
be  used  to  determine  which  conditions 
of  use  of  chlorine  are  generally  recog¬ 
nized  as  safe  (GRAS)  and  functional  in 
the  processing  of  fruits  and  vegetables, 
meats,  pioultry,  and  fish  and  shellfish. 
Available  data,  information,  and  views 
may  be  submitted  imtil  October  5,  1976. 

In  recent  months  numerous  petitions 
requesting  affirmation  of  GRAS  status, 
for  uses  of  chlorine  and  chemically  avail¬ 
able  sources  of  chlorine  have  been  filed 
with  FDA.  These  petitions,  each  referred 
to  hereafter  as  GRASP,  seek  affirmation 
of  GRAS  status  for  general  and  specific 
uses  of  chlorine,  hypochlorous  acid,  so¬ 
dium  and  calciiun  hypochlorite,  sodiiun 
chlorite,  and  chlorine  dioxide  as  process¬ 
ing  aids  for  red  meats,  fish  and  shellfish, 
fruits  and  vegetables,  and  potable  water. 
Several  notices  of  filing  of  these  petitions 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
In  accordance  with  the  regulations  for 
affirmation  of  GRAS  status,  S  121.40  (21 
CFR  121.40),  and  include  the  following: 


Olin  Chemicals,  120  Long  Ridge  Rd., 
Stamford,  CT  06904,  submitted  several 
petitions:  GRASP  2(30004  proposing  af¬ 
firmation  that  0.5  part  per  million  (ppm) 
calcium  hypochlorite  used  in  live  oyster¬ 
conditioning  water  is  GRAS;  GRASP 
3G0013  proposing  affirmation  that  250 
ppm  sodium  chlorite  used  as  a  slimicide 
in  the  manufacture  of  paper  and  paper- 
board  for  food -contact  use  is  GRAS; 
GRASP  3G0017  proposing  affirmation 
that  calcium  hypochlorite  for  use  in  po¬ 
table  water  is  GRAS;  GRASP  3G0018 
proposing  affirmation  that  calcium  hy¬ 
pochlorite  for  use  in  cannery-cooling 
water  is  GRAS;  GRASP  3G0019  pro¬ 
posing  affirmation  that  calcium  hypo¬ 
chlorite  for  use  in  sanitizing  barley  is 
GRAS;  GRASP  3G0020  proposing  affir¬ 
mation  that  chlorine  dioxide  for  use  in 
potable  water  for  washing  fruits  and  veg¬ 
etables  is  GRAS;  GRASP  3G0024  pro¬ 
posing  affirmation  that  calcium  hypo¬ 
chlorite  solutions  for  use  in  the  treatog 
or  washing  of  fish  is  GRAS;  and  GRAI^ 
3G0027  proposing  affirmation  that  cal¬ 
cium  hypochlorite  for  use  in  potable 
water  for  washing  fruits  and  vegetables 
is  GRAS. 

Swift  and  Co.,  1919  Swift  Dr.,  Oak 
Brook,  Hi  60521,  submitted  a  petition, 
GRASP  3G0029,  iHt>po8lng  affirmation 
that  chlorine  gas  in  an  aqueous  solution 
for  use  as  a  spray  on  hog,  beef,  and  lamb 
carcasses  during  the  cooler-chilling  proc¬ 
ess  is  GRAS;  Morton  Salt  Co.,  110  North 
Wacker  Dr.,  Chicago,  IL  60606,  submit¬ 
ted  a  petition  GRASP  4G0037,  proposing 
afllrmation  that  hypochlorous  acid  for 
use  as  a  spray  on  hog,  beef,  and  lamb 
carcasses  during  the  c(x>ler-chilling  proc¬ 
ess  is  GRAS;  Quad  Corp.,  1852  Dale  Ave., 
Highland  Park,  IL  60035,  submitted  a 
petition.  GRASP  5GK)053,  proposing  af¬ 
firmation  that  chlorinated  solutions  for 
treatment  of  beef,  poik^,  and  lamb  car¬ 
casses  is  GRAS;  and  Market  Basket,  6014 
South  Eastern.  Los  Angeles.  CA  90022, 
submitted  a  petition,  GRASP  6G0058. 
proposing  affiimatlon  that  chlorinated 
solutions  applied  as  a  spray  for  treatment 
of  beef  carcasses  is  GRAS. 

Chlorine  compounds  have  been  used 
effectively  as  antimicrobial  agents  for 
well  over  100  years.  Various  compoimds 
have  been  used  as  sources  of  chlorine  for 
wound  irrigation,  for  disinfecting  drink¬ 
ing  water,  as  agents  for  bacterial  treat¬ 
ment  of  milk -processing  equipment,  and 
for  general  sanitation.  Many  uses  of 
available  sources  of  chlorine  In  food 
processing  have  long  been  recognized  as 
GRAS.  However,  exposure  of  foods  to 
chlorine  during  processing  is  increasingly 
subject  to  wide  variations.  Further,  the 
current  proliferation  of  uses  of  chlorine 
makes  it  advisable  that  close  scrutiny  be 
given  to  these  uses  and  that  additional 
safety  data  to  justify  such  uses  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  and  reviewed  by  FDA.  This 
review  will  enable  the  CTommissloner  of 
Food  and  Drugs  to  identify  those  uses  of 
chlorine  in  food  processing  that  are 
GRAS  and  those  uses  that  require  fur¬ 
ther  data  to  establish  that  the  use  is  safe. 

The  promulgation  of  general  GRAS 
guidelines  for  use  of  chlorine  in  food 
processing  will  be  a  more  efficient  and 


comprehensive  mbthod  for  consideration 
of  the  safety  of  chlorine  use  than  sep¬ 
arate  consideraticm  of  the  individual  pe- 
titicMis  for  affirmation  of  GRAS  status. 
General  GRAS  guidelines  identifying  the 
conditicnis  of  safe  use  of  chlorine  In  food 
processing  and  uses  for  which  additional 
safety  data  is  required  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  at  the  conclu¬ 
sion  of  FDA  review  of  the  data,  informa¬ 
tion,  and  views  submitted  in  response  to 
this  notice  and  other  data  and  informa¬ 
tion  already  made  available  to  FDA  on 
chlorinb  use  in  food  processing. 

An  evaluation  of  the  use  of  chlorine 
in  food  processing  would  eventually  have 
been  undertaken  in  the  course  of  the 
general  review  of  GRAS  substances  being 
conducted  by  FDA.  However,  this  review 
is  being  undertaken  now  because  of  the 
new  and  widespread  uses  of  chlorine,  the 
apparent  paucity  of  data  to  support  some 
uses,  and  because  of  the  need  to  accel¬ 
erate  the  review  of  chlorine  to  assure 
a  safe  food  supply. 

The  Commissioner  anticipates  that  a 
large  amount  of  data,  information,  and 
views  will  be  submitted  in  response  to 
this  notice.  To  facilitate  consideration 
of  the  material  submitted,  it  is  requested 
that  the  submissions  follow,  where  feasi¬ 
ble,  the  format  required  for  petitions  un¬ 
der  S  121.40.  The  Commissioner  specifi¬ 
cally  requests  that  data,  information, 
and  views  be  submitted  on  the  following: 

1.  Food-grade  specifications  of  indi¬ 
vidual  chlorine  sources,  limits  of  impuri¬ 
ties,  test  methods,  and  data  resulting 
from  the  use  of  the  methods. 

2.  Composition  of  chlorine  solutions  as 
prepared  for  application  to  food. 

a.  Identification  af  available  chlorine 
reactants  in  water  solutions  when  applied 
to  food. 

b.  Qualitative  and  quantitative  com¬ 
position  of  the  unreacted  starting  ma¬ 
terials  and  any  impurities  from  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  chlorine  solutions. 

c.  Evaluation  for  the  presence  of  chlo- 
ro-organic  compounds. 

3.  Uses  of  chlorine  on  specific  plant 
and  animal  tissues. 

a.  Length,  methods,  and  concentrations 
(initial  and  final  where  applicable)  of 
exposure. 

b.  Variables  such  as  temperature,  pH. 
and  pressure. 

4.  Evaluation  of  surface  and  subsurface 
exposure. 

5.  '  Date  when  use  began,  including 
documentation. 

6.  Functionality  data  under  conditions 
of  use  including  known  mechanisms  of 
action. 

7.  All  available  safety  data  on  chlorine 
and  chlorine-generating  chemicals,  in¬ 
cluding  new  residues  of  any  reactant 
produ^  formed  when  applied  to  foods. 

8.  Feeding  studies  on  various  types  of 
representative  treated  foods. 

9.  Specifications  of  chlorine-generat¬ 
ing  equlinnent,  including  composition  of 
tanks  and  transfer  pipes  and  stability  of 
electrodes  and  filters. 

The  Commissioner  also  solicits  notice 
of  and  supporting  documentation  for  any 
prior-sanctioned  uses  by  actions  of  FDA 
or  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 
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Interested  persons  may.  (m  or  before 
October  5,  1976,  submit  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-65,  6600  Fishers  Lane,  RockvQle, 
MD  20852,  written  comments  (preferably 
in  Quhitupllcate  and  ideiftlfied  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk  docket  nmnber  found  In 
brackets  In  the  heading  of  this  docu*" 
ment)  regarding  this  proposal.  Re- 
celTed  comments  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  during  working  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Dated;  Jime  29,  1976. 

Sam  D.  FntE. 

Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance, 
[PR  Doc.76-19476  Piled  7-6-76;t:46  ami 


TOXICOLOGY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting  Cancoltation 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6.  1972 
(Pub.  L.  92-483, 86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.8.C. 
App.  I)),  the  Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration  announced  In  a  notice  published 
In  the  Fisbral  Register  of  Jime  18. 1976 
(41  FR  24745) ,  public  advisory  'commit¬ 
tee  meetings  and  other  required  informa¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  provisions  set 
forth  In  section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the 
act. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  meeting 
of  the  Toxicology  Advisory  Committee 
scheduled  ior  July  12  and  13.  1976  has 
been  cancelled. 

The  meeting  Is  cancelled  because  the 
necessary  Information  to  hold  the  meet¬ 
ing  Is  not  yet  available. 

Dated:  Jime30, 1976. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commission^ 
for  Compliance. 

[PB Doc.76-19618  Piled  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


Health  Servloes  Administratiofi 

REGIONAL  HEALTH  ADMINISTRATORS 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  delegations  have  been  made 
under  Section  1110  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  to  approve  grants  and  contracts, 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Medical 
Services  Administration,  Social  and  Re¬ 
habilitation  Service,  for  projects  of  na¬ 
tional  significance  to  carry  out  the  rural 
research  and  demonstration  program 
mandated  by  the  Labor-HEW  Appropri¬ 
ations  Report  No.  93-1146: 

1.  Delegation  from  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Health  to  the  Regional  Health 
Admlnlstratcun.  with  authority  to  re¬ 
delegate.  of  authority  under  Section  1110 
of  the  Social  Security  Act  to  approve 
grants. 

2.  Delegation  from  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Health  to  the  Administrator, 
Health  Services  Administration,  with 
authority  to  redeiegate,  of  all  authorities 
under  Section  1110  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  exc^  those  specifically  delegated  to 
the  Regkmal  Administrators. 


3.  Redelegatkm  from  the  Administra¬ 
tor.  Health  Services  Administration,  to 
the  Director.  Biureau  of  Community 
Health  Services,  with  authority  to  re¬ 
delegate,  the  authority  delegated  to  the 
Administrator,  Health  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

The  above  delegations  were  effective 
on  June  28, 1976. 

Dated:  June  28, 1976. 

R.  Moure, 
Executive  Officer, 
Public  Health  Service. 

(PR  Doc.76-19602  PUed  7-6-76:8:46  ami 


National  Institutes  of  Health 

BOARD  OF  SCIENTIFIC  COUNSELORS, 
NINCDS 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Board  of  Scientific  Counselors.  National 
Institute  of  Neurological  and  Communi¬ 
cative  Disorders  and  Strcdie.  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  September  2  and  3, 
1976,  In  Conference  Room  lB-07.  Bldg. 
36.  at  the  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda.  Maryland  2()014.  This  meeting 
win  be  open  to  the  public  from  10:30  ajn. 
to  5:00  p.m.  on  September  2  to  discuss 
program  planning  and  program  accom¬ 
plishments.  Attendance  by  the  public 
will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sectkm  552(b)  6.  TiUe  5.  UB. 
Code  and  Section  10(d)  of  Pli.  92-463, 
the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
on  September  3.  from  9:00  am.  until  the 
conclusion  of  the  meeting  for  the  review, 
discussion  and  evaluation  of  Individual 
programs  and  projects  conducted  by  the 
Natkmal  Institutes  of  Health,  including 
consideration  of  personnel  qualificatkms 
and  performance,  the  competence  of  in¬ 
dividual  Investigators  and  similar  items, 
the  disclosure  of  which  would  constitute 
a  dearly  tmwarranted  invasion  of  per¬ 
sonal  privacy. 

The  Chief,  Office  of  Scientific  and 
Health  RQ;K>rt8,  Mrs.  Ruth  Dudley,  Bldg. 
31,  Room  8A03,  NIH,  NINCDS,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014,  telephone  301/496-5751. 
win  fumisH  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  committee  members. 

The  Executive  Secretary  from  whom 
substantive  program  information  may  be 
obtained  Is:  Dr.  Ihomas  N.  Chase,  Di¬ 
rector  of  Intramural  Research.  NINCDS, 
Building  36,  Room  5A05.  NIH,  Be¬ 
thesda,  Maryland  20014,  telephone  301/ 
496-4297. 

Ronald  W.  Lamcutt-Havers, 

Deputy  Director. 

NIH. 

(Oatalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Aaeistance 
Program  No.  18AS2,  Natloiial  iBstttutes  oC 
Health.) 

June  29,  1976. 

[FB  Doc.76-1948e  Filed  7-6-76;8;46  am] 


CANCER  CONTROL  COMMUNITY 
ACTIVITIES  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  no¬ 
tice  Is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of 
the  Cancer  Control  (Community  Activi¬ 
ties  Review  Committee,  National  Cancer 
Institute.  Building  31,  Conference  Romn 
8.  National  Institutes  of  Health,  BeUi- 
esda,  Maryland  20014  on  August  23-24, 
1976. 

This  meeting  win  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  fnxn  8:30  a.m.  to  9:00  am.  on  August 
23,  1976,  for  the  discussion  of  admistra- 
tlve  details.  Attendance  by  the  public 
will  be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  m  Sections  552(b)(4)  and  552(b) 
(6) ,  Title  5.  U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d) 
of  Public  Law  92-463,  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  on  August  23,  1976,  from  9:00 
am.  to  5:00  p.m.  and  on  August  24, 1976, 
from  8:30  a.m.  to  adjournment  for  the 
review,  discussion,  and  evaluation  of  to- 
divldu^  contract  proposals  m  response 
to  request  for  proposals.  The  contract 
proposals  contam  Information  of  a  pro- 
pri^ry  or  confidential  nature.  Including 
detailed  research  protoc<ds,  desHfnE,  and 
other  technical  information;  financial 
data;  such  as  salaries,  and  personal  m- 
formation  about  todlvlduals  associated 
with  the  contract  proposals. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Earbr,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCT,  Bufidtog  31, 
Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Bethesda.  Maryland  20014 
(301/496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries 
of  the  meetmg  and  rosters  of  commit¬ 
tee  members. 

Dr.  Robert  F.  Browning,  Executive 
Secretary,  Blair  Building.  Room  7A07, 
National  Institutes  of  Health.  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (201/427-7945)  will 

furnish  substantive  program  informa¬ 
tion. 

June  29, 1976. 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 

Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  HeaWi. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Asslstence 
Program  Number  18^99,  National  Institutes 
of  Health) 

[FR  Doc.76-19488  FUed  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


CANCER  CONTROL  INTERVENTION 
PROGRAMS  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Cancer  Control  Intervention  Programs 
Review  Committee,  National  Cancer  In¬ 
stitute.  Building  31,  Conference  Room  8, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Muyland  20014  on  August  5-6,  1976. 

This  meeting  will  be  op^  to  the  public 
from  8:30  aju.  to  10:15  aon.  on  August  5, 
1976,  for  the  review  of  contract  projects 
supported  by  the  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  tiie  proviskms  set 
forth  In  Sections  552(b)(4)  and  Wl(b),^ 
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(6> .  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d) 
of  Public  Law  92-463,  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  on  August  5, 1976,  from  10:15  a.m. 
to  5:00  pjn.  and  on  August  6, 1976,  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  adjournment  for  the  review, 
discussion,  and  evaluation  of  individual 
contract  proposals  in  response  to  re¬ 
quests  for  proposals.  Hie  contract  pro¬ 
posals  contain  information  of  a  proprie¬ 
tary  or  confidential  nature,  including  de¬ 
tailed  research  protocols,  designs,  and 
other  technical  information;  financial 
data;  such  as  salaries,  and  personal  in¬ 
formation  alx)ut  individuals  associated 
with  the  contract  proposals. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  siunmaries  of  the 
meeting  and  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers. 

Dr.  Carlos  E.  Caban,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Blair  Building,  Room  7A07,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014  (301/427-7945)  will 

fiimlsh  substantive  program  informa¬ 
tion. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Number  13,399,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  29, 1976. 

(PR  Doc.76-19479  PUed  7-6-76:8:46  am) 


CLINICAL  TRIALS  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Clinical  Trials  Review  Committee,  Na¬ 
tional  Heart  and  Lung  Institute,  August 
9,  1976,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Building  31,  Conference  Room  7.  This 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  frmn 
8:30  a.m.  to  9:00  a.m.  on  August  9,  1976, 
to  discuss  administrative  details  and  to 
hear  a  report  concerning  the  current 
status  of  the  National  Heart  and  Lung 
Institute. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  In  Sections  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5) 
and  552(fo)(6).  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and 
Section  10(d)  of  PJli.  92-463,  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public  on  August 
9,  1976  from  9:00  a.m.  to  adjournment, 
for  the  review,  discussion  and  evalua¬ 
tion  of  individual  initial  pending,  supple¬ 
mental,  and  renewal  grant  applications 
and  individual  contract  proposals.  The 
closed  portion  of  the  meeting  involves 
solely  the  internal  expression  of  views 
and  Judgments  of  committee  members  on 
individual  grant  applications  and  indi¬ 
vidual  contract  proposals  containing  de¬ 
tailed  research  protocols,  designs,  and 
other  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  in¬ 
formation  concerning  individuals  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  applications  and  pro¬ 
posals. 

Mr.  York  Onnen,  Chief,  Public  In- 
.quirles  and  Reports  Branch,  NHIJ,  Na¬ 
tional  Bistltutes  of  Health,  Building  31, 


Room  5A03,  phone  (301)  496-4236,  will 
provide  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
rosters  of  the  committee  memters.  Dr. 
Earl  W.  Gardner,  Review  Branch,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Extramural  Affairs,  NHLI, 
Westwood  Building,  Room  653,  phone 
(301),  496-7351,  will  furnish  substantive 
program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13,837,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Ronald  W.  Lahont-Havers, 

Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  18,  1976. 

|FR  Doc.76-19480  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  ON  CANCER 
IMMUNOTHERAPY 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Committee  on  Cancer  Immimotherapy, 
National  Cancer  Institute,  Building  10, 
Room  4B-14,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014,  on 
August  12, 1976. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  1 :00  p.m.  to  1 :30  pm.  on  August  12, 
1976  to  review '  administrative  details. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available.  — 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552(b)(4)  and  .552(b) 
(6) ,  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and  Section  10(d) 
of  Public  Law  92-463,  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  on  August  12, 1976  from  1:30  p.m. 
to  adjournment  for  the  review,  discus¬ 
sion,  and  evaluation  of  Individual  con¬ 
tract  proposals.  The  proposals  contain 
informaticm  of  a  proprietary  or  confi¬ 
dential  nature,  including  detailed  re¬ 
search  protocols,  designs,  and  other  tech¬ 
nical  information;  financial  data;  such 
as  salaries,  and  personal  information 
about  Individuals  associated  with  the 
contract  proposals. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  P.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
meeting  and  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers. 

Dr.  Harriet  Gordon,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Building  10,  Room  4B17,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Mary¬ 
land  20014  (301/496-1791)  will  furnish 
substantive  program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Number  13.395,  National  Institutes  of 
Health) 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers. 

Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  24, 1976. 

IFR  Doc.76-19483  Piled  7-6-76:8:46  am] 


ENZYME  LINKED  IMMUNO  SPECIFIC 
ASSAY  (ELISA)  FOR  INFECTIOUS  AGENTS 

Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting 
on  Enzyme  Linke4  Immuno  Specific 


Assay  (ELISA)  for  Infectious  Agents, 
National  Institute  of  Neurological  and 
Communicative  Disorders  and  Stroke, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  9  and  10,  1976,  in  Building  31, 
Conference  ^oom  8,  NIH,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014.  -  >  » 

Tbe  entire  meeting  wlU  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9:00  a.m.  on  September  9th, 
and  until  adjournment  on  September 
10th,  to  discuss  the  development  of  the 
new  ELISA  technique  for  virus  serology. 
Attendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited 
to  space  available. 

Mrs.  Ruth  Dudley,  Chief,  Office  of 
Scientific  and  Health  Reports,  Bulding 
31.  Room  8A03,  NIH.  NINCHS,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014,  telephone  301/496-5751, 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting. 

Dr.  John  L.  Sever,  Chief,  Infectious 
Diseases  Branch,  Intramural  Research 
Program,  NINCDS,  Building  36,  Room 
5D-04,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  telephone 
301/496-3213,  will  provide  substantive 
program  information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  13.864,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

R.  W.  Lamont-Havers, 

Deputy  Director. 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  24,  1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-19490  Filed  7-6-76:8:46  am] 


MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  HEALTH 
RESEARCH  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Maternal  and  Child  Health  Research 
Committee.  National  Institute  of  Cfiiild 
Health  and  Human  Development,  on  Au¬ 
gust  9-10,  1976,  in  the  Landow  Building, 
Room  C418,  7910  Woodmont  Avenue, 
Bethesda,  Maryland. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  9:00  a.m.  to  10:00  a.m.  on  August 
9.  1976  to  discuss  general  business  of 
the  Committee  and  for  reports  from  the 
Director,  Center  for  Research  for 
Mothers  and  Children,  Program  Direc¬ 
tor  for  Pregnancy  and  Infancy  Branch, 
Prc^ram  Director  for  Growth  and  De¬ 
velopment  Branch,  and  the  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Committee.  Attendance 
by  the  public  will  be  limited  to  space 
available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  In  Sections  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5), 
and  552(b)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and 
Section  10(d)  of  P.L.  92-463,  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public  from 
10:30  a.m.  to  adjournment  for  the  re¬ 
view,  discussion  and  evaluation  of  indi¬ 
vidual  Initial  pending  grant  applications. 
The  closed  portion  of  the  meeting  will 
Involve  solely  the  Internal  expression  of 
views  and  judgments  of  the  committee 
members  on  individual  grant  applica¬ 
tions  containing  detail  research  proto¬ 
cols,  designs,  and  other  technical  Infor¬ 
mation;  financial  data,  such  as  salaries, 
and  personal  Information  concerning  In¬ 
dividuals  associated  with  the  applica¬ 
tions. 
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Mrs.  Marjorie  Neflf,  Committee- Man¬ 
agement  Officer,  NICHD,  Building  31, 
Room  2A-04,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  Area  Code 
301,  496-1848,  will  provide  a  summary  of 
the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  committee 
members.  Dr.  Nancy  Felipe  Russo,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretary  of  the  Maternal  and 
Child  Health  Research  Committee, 
NICHD,  Ro<Mn  C-717,  Landow  Building, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland,  Area  Code  301,  496-5575,  will 
furnish  substantive  program  informa¬ 
tion. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.317,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  18, 1976. 

(PB  Doc.76-19481  PUed  7-6-76;8:45  am| 


MENTAL  RETARDATION  RESEARCH 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Mental  Retardation  Research  Commit¬ 
tee,  National  Institute  of  Child  Health 
and  Human  Development,  on  August  12- 
13,  1976,  in  the  Landow  Building,  Room 
C-418,  7910  Woodmont  Avenue,  Beth¬ 
esda,  Maryland. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  August  12  from  12:30  pm.  to  2:30 
p.m.  to  discuss  itons  relative  to  the 
Ckxnmittee’s  activities  including  an- 
noimcements  by  the  Chief  of  the  Mental 
Retardation  and  Developmental  Dis¬ 
abilities  Branch  and  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Committee.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space  avail¬ 
able. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  In  Sections  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5) 
and  652(b)(6).  TiUe  5,  UJ5.  Code  and 
Section  10(d)  of  P.L.  92-463,  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public  on  Au¬ 
gust  12  from  2:30  pm.  to  adjourn¬ 
ment  on  August  13  for  the  review,  dis¬ 
cussion  and  evaluation  of  individual  ini¬ 
tial  pending  and  renewal  grant  applica¬ 
tions.  The  closed  portion  of  the  meeting 
will  Involve  sole^  the  Internal  expres¬ 
sion  views  and  judgments  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  members  on  individual  grant  ap¬ 
plications  containing  detailed  research 
protocols,  designs,  and  other  technical 
information:  financial  data,  such  as 
salaries;  and  personal  information  con¬ 
cerning  individuals  associated  with  the 
applications. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  Neff,  Committee  Man¬ 
agement  Officer,  NICHD,  Building  31, 
Room  2A-04.  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  Area  Code 
301,  496-1848,  will  provide  a  summary 
of  the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  committee 
members.  Dr.  Lyle  Lloyd,  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  Mental  Retardation  Research 
Committee,  NICHD,  Landow  Building, 
Room  C-704,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland,  Area  Code 


301,  496-1383,  will  furnish  substantive 
program  Information. 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  18,  1976. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.865,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

[PR  Doc.76-19484  FUed  7-6-76; 8: 45  am) 


NATIONAL  CANCER  ADVISORY  BOARD 

SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  CENTERS  AND 

CONSTRUCTION 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the 
National  Cancer  Advisory  Board  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Centers  and  Construction, 
National  Cancer  Institute,  August  13, 
1976,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Building  31C,  Conference  Room  8. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  9:00  a.m.  to  adjournment  to 
discuss  the  continuing  review  and  eval¬ 
uation  of  cancer  centers  and  a  cancer 
centers  program. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014 
(301/496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries 
of  the  meeting  and  a  roster  of  committee 
members  upon  request. 

Dr.  Bernard  Keele,  Westwood  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  826,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  2016  (301/ 
496-7427)  will  provide  substantive  pro¬ 
gram  information. 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  30,  1976. 

(PR  Doc.76-19485  PUed  7-8-76; 8: 45  am) 


NATIONAL  CANCER  INSTITUTE 

Notice  of  Open  Advisory  Committee 
Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of  com¬ 
mittees  advisory  to  the  National  Cancer 
Institute. 

These  meetings  will  be  entirely  open 
to  the  public  to  discuss  Issues  relating  to 
committee  business  as  indicated  in  the 
notice.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available.  Meetings  will 
be  held  at  the  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014,  unless  otherwise  stat^ 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
meetings  and  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  upon  request. 

Other  information  pertaining  to  the 
meeting  can  be  obtained  from  the  Exec¬ 
utive  Secretary  indicated. 


Name  of  committee:  Subcommittee  on  Cost 
Reimburaement  of  the  Cancer  Control  and 
Rehabilitation  Advisory  Committee. 

Dates:  August  2,  1976:  8:30  a.m.— adjourn¬ 
ment. 

Place:  Building  31C,  Conference  Room  8,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health. 

Times:  Open  for  the  entire  meeting. 

Agenda:  To  consider  various  strategies  po¬ 
tentially  applicable  to  the  Division  of  Can¬ 
cer  Control  and  RehabUitatlon’s  supported 
projects. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Carlos  Caban,  ad¬ 
dress:  Blair  Building,  Room  7A07,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  phone:  801/427-7944. 

Name  of  Conuuittee:  Subcommittee  on  Pre¬ 
vention  of  the  Cancer  Control  and  Rehabil¬ 
itation  Advisory  Committee. 

Dates:  August  6,  1976;  9:00  a.m.-adjourn- 
ment. 

Place:  Blair  Building,  Conference  Room  #100 
(let  floor),  8300  Colesville  Road,  Silver 
Spring,  Maryland. 

Times:  Open  for  the  entire  meeting. 

Agenda:  To  consider  those  Interventions 
which  staff  of  the  Division  of  Cancer  Con¬ 
trol  and  Rehabilitation  might  employ  to 
lower  the  incidence  of  cancer  through 
prevention. 

Executive  secretary:  Dr.  Robert  Browning, 
address:  Blair  BuUdlng,  Room  7A07,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  phone:  301/ 
427-7944. 

Name  of  committee:  President’s  Cancer 
Panel. 

Dates:  August  11,  1976;  9:30  a.m.-adjourn- 
ment. 

Place:  BuUdlng  81C,  Conference  Room  7, 
National  Znatitutes  of  Health. 

Times:  Open  for  the  entire  meeting. 

Agenda:  To  hear  reports  from  the  Director, 
National  Cancer  Program,  Naitlonal  Cancer 
Institute,  the  Chairman,  President’s  Cancer 
Panel  and  to  review  the  budget. 

Executive  secretary:  Dr.  Richard  A.  Tjalma, 
address:  BuUdlng  31,  Room  11A46,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  phone:  301/49(^5854. 

R.  W.  Lamont-Havers,  ' 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health . 

June  24,  1976. 

(PR  Doc.76-19478  PUed  7-6-76:8:45  am) 


NATIONAL  HEART  AND  LUNG 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Heart  and  Lung  Advisory  Coimcil, 
National  Heart  and  Lung  Institute, 
August  12,  1976,  from  9:00  am.  to  5:00 
p.m.  in  Building  31,  Conference  Rocrni  10, 
Bethesda,  Maryland.  The  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
approximately  9:45  a.m.  for  general  in¬ 
formation  and  closed  for  the  remainder 
of  the  day  for  consideration  of  special 
grant  aiH>lications  and,  in  particular,  for 
those  received  in  response  to  Request  for 
Applications  for  studies  of  “Cardiac  and 
Vascular  Disease  in  Relation  to  Diabetes 
Mellitus.”  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5) 
and  552(b)(6),  Title  5,  n.S.  Code  and 
Section  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463,  the 
meeting  of  the  Council  will  be  closed  to 
the  public  on  August  12  from  9:45  am.  to 
5:00  p.m.  for  the  review,  discussion  and 
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evaluatk>n  of  individual  initial  pending 
and  renewal  grant  applications.  The 
closed  portion  of  the  meeting  involves 
solely  the  internal  expression  of  views 
and  judgments  of  committee  members  on 
individual  errant  applications  containing 
detailed  research  protocols,  designs,  and 
other  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries,  and  personal  in¬ 
formation  concerning  individuals  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  applications. 

Mr.  Yoric  Onnen,  Chief.  Public  In¬ 
quiries  and  Reports  Branch,  National 
Heart  and  Lung  Institute.  Building  31, 
Room  5A03.  National  Institutes  of 
Health.  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301) 
496-4236,  will  provide  summaries  of  the 
meetings  and  rosters  of  the  Council  mem¬ 
bers. 

Dr.  Jerome  G.  Green,  Director  of  Ex¬ 
tramural  Affairs.  NHU.  Westwood  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  5A18  (301)  496-7416,  will  pro¬ 
vide  substantive  program  Information. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13.837,  13.838,  and  13.839,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.) 

Ronald  W.  L'mont-Havers, 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  29, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-19482  Piled  7-6-76;8;45  am] 


NIH  PUBLIC  ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Renewal 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6,  1972  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  92-463,  86  Stat.  77(1-776),  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  announces 
the  renewal  by  the  Secretary,  HEW,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  OflBce  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  Committee  Manage¬ 
ment  Secretariat,  of  the  following  com¬ 
mittees; 

Rechartcring 

Committee  date 

National  Advisory  Dental  Re¬ 
search  Council -  May  31,  1978 

National  Advisory  Neurologi¬ 
cal  and  Communicative 
Disorders  and  Stroke 
Council  _  Do. 

These  committees,  established  by  an  Act 
of  Congress,  shall  fUe  a  charter  upon  the 
expiration  of  each  successive  two-year 
period  in  accordance  with  Public  Law  92- 
463.  That  rechartering  date  is  indicated 
above. 

Donald  S.  Fredrickson, 

Director, 

National  Institutes  of  Health. 
June  22, 1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-19477  FUed  7-6-76;8:45  am) 


RESEARCH  GRANT  APPLICATIONS, 
NATIONAL  CANCER  INSTITUTE 

Meetings  for  Review 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of  com¬ 
mittees  advl8(N7  to  the  National  Cancer 
Institute. 

These  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
"  public  to  discuss  administrative  details 


or  other  issues  relating  to  committee 
business  as  indicated  in  the  notice.  At¬ 
tendance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to 
space  available. 

These  meetings  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  as  indicated  below  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  Sections 
552(b)(4),  552(b)(5)  and  552(b)(6)  of 
Title  5,  UB.  Code  and  Section  10(d)  of 
P.L.  92-463,  for  the  review,  discussion 
and  evaluation  of  individual  initial  pend¬ 
ing.  supplemental,  and  renewal  grant 
applications.  The  closed  portions  of  the 
meetings  involve  solely  the  internal  ex¬ 
pression  of  vieu's  and  judgments  of  com¬ 
mittee  members  on  individual  grant  ap¬ 
plications  containing  detailed  research 
protocols,  designs,  and  other  technical 
information;  financial  data,  such  as  sal¬ 
aries;  and  personal  information  con¬ 
cerning  individuals  associated  with  the 
applications. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCn,  Building  31, 
Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  ’will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
meetings  and  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  upon  request.  Other  information 
pertaining  to  the  meeting  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Executive  Secretary  in¬ 
dicated.  Meetings  are  held  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  9000  Rock¬ 
ville  Pike,  Bethesda.  Maryland  20014,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  stated. 

Name  of  Committee:  National  Prostatlc 
Cancer  Project  Working  Cadre. 

Dates:  August  20-21, 1976:  1:(X)  p.m. 

Place:  Roswell  Park  Memorial  Institute, 
666  Elm  Street  (Room  402),  Buffalo,  New 
York  14263. 

Times:  Open:  August  21.  8:30  a.m.-Ad- 
Journment.  Closed:  August  20.  1:00  p.m.- 
5:00  p.m. 

Closure  reason:  To  review  research  grant 
apolications. 

Executive  secretary:  Dr.  Andrew  Chlaroda, 
address:  Westwood  Building,  Room  855,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  phone:  301/496- 
7194. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No.s. 
13.393,  13.394,  13.395.) 

Name  of  committee:  National  Pancreatic 
Cancer  Project  Working  Cadre. 

Dates:  August  23. 1976:  8:30  am. 

Place:  National  Pancreatic  Cancer  Project 
Headquarters.  1440  Canal  Street.  Room  1521, 
Oanal-InSalle  Building,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana  70112. 

Times:  Open:  August  23.  8:30  a.m.-e:00 
a.m.  Closed:  August  23.  9:00  am.-Adjoum- 
ment. 

Closure  reason:  To  review  research  grant 
apnlicatlons. 

Executive  secretary:  Dr.  David  L.  Joftes, 
address:  Westwood  Building,  Room  853,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  phone:  301/496- 
7104. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Nos. 
13.363, 13.394,  13.395.) 

Name  of  committee:  National  Large  Bowel 
Cancer  Project  Working  Cadre. 

Dates:  Augxist  26-28.  1976:  1:00  pm. 

Place:  Anderson  Mayfair  Hotel,  1600  Hol¬ 
combe  Boulevard,  Houston,  Texas. 

Times:  Open:  August  26,  1:00  p.m.-l:30 
pm  Closed:  August  26,  1:30  p.m.-S:00  p.m. 
Closed:  August  27.  9:00  a.m.-5:00  p.m. 
Closed:  August  28,  9:00  a.m.-Adjoummenk. 


Closure  reason:  To  review  research  grant 
applications. 

Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Andrew  Chlarodo, 
address:  Westwood  Building,  Room  855,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  phone:  301  /496- 
7194. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Nos. 
13.393,  13.394,  13.395.) 

Ronald  W.  Lamont-Havers, 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  25,  1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-19487  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am) 


WORKSHOP  FOR  LOW-INCIDENCE 
POPULATIONS 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  “Work¬ 
shop  for  Low-Incidence  Populations” 
sponsored  by  the  Division  of  Cancer  Re¬ 
search,  Resources  and  Centers,  National 
Cancer  Institute  to  be  held  August  19-20, 
1976,  at  the  Plaza  Conference  Center, 
Snow  Bird,  Utah  84070. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  on  August  19  and  20  from  9:00  A.M. 
to  5 : 00  P.M.  on  both  days.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space  avail¬ 
able. 

Dr.  Genrose  D.  Copley,  Program  Direc¬ 
tor  for  Epidemiology,  Division  of  Cancer 
Research,  Resources  and  CMiters,  5333 
Westbard  Avenue,  Westwood  Building, 
Room  854,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20016, 
Tel.  A/C  (301)  496-7805  will  provide  ad¬ 
ditional  information. 

Ronald  W.  Lahont-Havers, 
Deputy  Director, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

June  30.  1976. 

I  FR  Doc.76-19486  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  Education 

COMMUNITY  EDUCATION  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
section  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-634,  that  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Community  Ekluca- 
tlon  Advisory  Council  will  be  held  July 
22.  23.  and  24,  1976.  The  meeting  will  be 
held  in  the  Colonial  Room  of  the  Olym¬ 
pic  Hotel  located  at  4th  and  Seneca 
Streets.  Seattle.  Washington. 

The  Thursday  meeting  will  begin  at 
7:00  p.m.  and  end  at  10:00  p.m.  On  Fri¬ 
day  the  meeting  will  begin  at  9:00  a.m. 
and  end  at  4:30  pjn.  The  Saturday  meet¬ 
ing  will  begin  at  10:00  a.m.  and  end  at 
12  Noon. 

The  Community  Educaticm  Advisory 
Council  is  authorized  under  Pub.  L.  93- 
380.  The  Council  is  established  to  advise 
the  Commissioner  of  Education  on  policy 
matters  r^aUng  to  the  interest  of  com¬ 
munity  schools. 

The  meeting  of  the  Council  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  Hie  proposed  agenda 
includes: 

(1)  Discussion  of  role  and  function  of 
the  Council 
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(2)  Report  on  Community  Education 
grantees  and  related  activities  of  future 
Community  Education  Program 

(3)  Reports  and  Hearings  on  Cmnmu- 
nity  Education  activities  from  the  States 
of  Alaska.  Idaho,  Oregon  and  Wash¬ 
ington 

(4)  Other  administrative  matters  and 
related  biisiness. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  Room  5622,  Regional 
Office  Building  3,  7th  and  D  Streets, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202, 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  1, 
1976. 


Julie  Englund, 
Director,  Community 
Education  Program, 


{FR  Doc.76  19613  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am| 


NATIONAL  DIRECT  STUDENT  LOAN,  COL¬ 
LEGE  WORK-STUDY  AND  SUPPLE¬ 
MENTAL  EDUCATIONAL  OPPORTUNITY 

GRANT  PROGRAMS 

Approved  Lists  of  Need  Analysis  Systems 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education  is  publishing  a 
list  of  approved  need  analysis  systems  to 
be  used  by  institutions  of  higher  educa¬ 
tion  in  making  awards  to  students  for 
the  1976-77  academic  year  under  the 
National  Direct  Student  Loan  (NDSL), 
College  Work-Study  (CWS)  and  Supple¬ 
mental  Educational  Opportunity  Grant 
(SEOG)  programs. 

On  October  21,  1975  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
49268-49273)  final  regulations  concern¬ 
ing  the  approval  and  use  of  need  analysis 
systems  under  the  above  three  programs. 
These  regulations,  45  CFR  144.14  for  the 
NDSL  program,  45  175.17  for  the  CWS 
SEOG  program  set  forth  procedures  for 
an  annual  review  and  approval  by  the 
Commissioner  of  need  analysis  systems 
for  dependent  and  independent  students 
for  use  in  those  programs.  In  order  to  be 
approved,  a  system  to  be  used  for  de¬ 
pendent  students  must  generate  ex¬ 
pected  parental  contributions  for  at 
least  75  percent  of  the  sample  cases 
which  are  within  $50  of  the  benchmark 
figures  published  by  the  Commissioner 
for  those  cases.  For  Independent  stu¬ 
dents,  a  system  must  produce  expected 
family  contributions  which  are  com¬ 
parable  to  those  produced  by  one  of  the 
systems  specified  in  paragraph  (c)(1) 
of  each  section. 

Under  the  above  regulatory  provisions 
need  analysis  systems  to  be  used  for  ap¬ 
plying  for  fimds  for  the  1976-1977  aca¬ 
demic  year  and  for  making  awards  to 
students  for  that  year  should  have  been 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  by 
September  1,  1975.  Because  the  regula¬ 
tion  was  not  published  until  October  21. 
1975  and  did  not  become  effective  until 
that  date  institutions  were  advised,  in 
submitting  their  application  for  fimds 
for  the  1976-1977  academic  year,  to  use 
need  analysis  systems  approved  by  the 


Commissioner  for  use  in  determining 
student  awards  for  the  1975-1976  aca¬ 
demic  year  (40  FR  49268,  49270).  How¬ 
ever  the  preamble  to  those  regulations 
stated  that  the  Commissioner  intended 
to  publish  a  list  of  approved  need  analy¬ 
sis  systems  for  making  awards  to  stu¬ 
dents  for  the  1976-1977  academic  year 
(40  FR  49268,  49269) . 

Sections  144.14,  175.17  and  176.13  ap¬ 
proved  the  use  of  the  Income  Tax  Sys¬ 
tran  and  the  method  of  determination 
of  expected  family  contributions  used 
in  the  Basic  Educational  Opportimity 
Grant  program  (45  CFR  190)  for  use 
with  dependent  students.  It  also  stated 
approval  of  the  following  systems  for 
use  with  independent  students:  Basic 
Educational  Opportunity  Grant  method, 
the  systems  of  need  analysis  published 
by  the  American  College  Testing  Pro¬ 
gram,  by  the  College  Scholarship  Serv¬ 
ice,  by  the  Graduate  and  Professional 
Student  Financial  Aid  Service,  and  by 
Financial  Aid  Service,  Inc.,  a  division  of 
Donley,  Richardson  and  Associates. 
(Systems  approved  for  use  with  inde¬ 
pendent  students  do  not  have  to  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  an  annual  basis) .  The  list  set 
forth  below  has  been  approved  by  the 
Commissioner  for  use  with  dependent 
and  independent  students  for  the  aca¬ 
demic  year  1976-77. 

The  following  additional  systems  are 
approved  effective  immediately  with  re¬ 
spect  to  determining  awards  to  students 
for  the  academic  year  1976-77  under  the 
NDSL,  CrWS  and  SECXl  programs. 

1.  Dependent  students  only, 

a.  The  Income  Tax  System. 

2.  Dependent  and  Independent  stu¬ 
dents. 

a.  Basic  Educational  Opportunity 
Grant  Program. 

b.  The  system  of  need  analysis  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  College  Scholarship  Serv¬ 
ice. 

c.  The  system  of  need  analysis  pub¬ 
lished  by  the  American  College  Testing 
Program. 

d.  The  need  analysis  service  published 
by  the  Graduate  and  Professional  Stu¬ 
dent  Financial  Aid  Service. 

e.  The  system  of  need  analysis  pub¬ 
lished  by  Financial  Aid  Service,  Inc.,  a 
division  of  Donley,  Richardson  and  As¬ 
sociates. 

f.  The  system  of  need  analysis  pub¬ 
lished  by  Student  Assistance  Financial 
Evaluation,  a  program  of  Information 
and  Communications,  Inc. 

g.  The  system  of  need  analysis  pub¬ 
lished  by  Financial  Analysis  Service,  a 
program  of  Education  Methods,  Inc. 

(20  U.S.C.  loevdd,  42  U.S.C.  2764,  and  20 
U.S.C.  1070b-l  and  1070-2)  (Catalog  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Domestic  Assistance  No.  13.418,  Supple¬ 
mental  Educational  Opportunity  Orant  Pro¬ 
gram;  13.463,  College  Work-Study  Program; 
and  13.471,  National  Direct  Student  Loan 
Program) . 

Dated;  June  30.  1976. 

T.  H.  Bell, 

Commissioner  of  Education, 

(FR  Doc.76-19611  Plied  7-6-76;8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
Federal  Disaster  Assistance  Administration 

[Docket  No.  NFD-346:  POAA-512-DRI 
NEW  YORK 

Major  Disaster  and  Related  Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  by  the  President  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  and 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Delegation  of  Authority, 
Docket  No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of 
the  Act  of  May  22, 1974,  entitled  “Disaster 
Relief  Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143) ;  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  on  June  29, 1976,  the 
President  declared  a  major  disaster  as 
follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in  certain 
areas  of  the  State  of  New  York  resulting  from 
flash  flooding  beginning  about  June  19,  1976, 
is  of  sufficient  severity  and  magnitude  to  war¬ 
rant  a  major  disaster  declaration  under  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  93-288. 1  therefore  declare  that  such  a 
major  disaster  exists  In  the  State  of  New 
York. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  un¬ 
der  Executive  Order  11795,  and  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket 
No.  D-74-285,  I  hereby  appoint  Mr. 
Thomas  R.  Casey,  HUD  Region  II,  to 
act  as  the  Federal  Coordinating  Officer 
for  this  declared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  in  the  State  of  New  York  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  this  declared 
major  disaster; 

The  Counties  of : 

Chemung 

Steuben 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  Jime  29, 1976. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal 

Disaster  Assistance  Administration, 

[FR  Doc.76-19612  FUed  7-6-76;8:45  am) 


Assistant  Regional  Administrator  for 
Equal  Opportunity 
[Docket  No.  D-76-441] 

BOSTON  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

Redelegation  of  Authority  With  Respect 
to  Fair  Housing 

Section  A.  Authority  with  respect  to 
fair  housing.  The  Assistant  Ri^onal 
Administrator  for  Equal  Opportunity, 
Region  I  (Boston),  is  author!^  to  ex¬ 
ercise  the  power  and  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  under  Title  vm  (Fair  Housing) 
of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1968  (42  U.S.C. 
3601-3619),  except  the  authority  to: 

1.  Make  studies  and  publish  reports 
imder  Sectlcm  808(e)  of  the  Act  <42 
U.S.C.  3608(d)). 
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2.  Issue  rules  and  regulations. 

Section  B.  Authority  to  redelegate.  The 
Assistant  Regional  Administrator  for 
Equal  Opportunity  is  further  authorized 
to  redelegate  any  of  the  authority  redele¬ 
gated  under  Section  A  to  subordinate 
employees  except  the  authority  to  issue 
a  subpoena  or  interrogatory  under  Sec¬ 
tion  811  of  the  Act  (42  UJ5.C.  3611). 

(Redelegation  of  Authority  by  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Fair  Housing  and 
Ekiual  Opportunity  effective  April  2, 1976, 
41  FR  14208,  April  2,  1976  and  redelega- 
tlon  of  authority  by  Acting  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  effec¬ 
tive  April  2,  1976,  41  FR  14209,  April  2, 
1976). 

Section  C.  Supersedure.  This  redele¬ 
gation  of  authority  supersedes  the  re¬ 
delegation  published  at  36  FR  4517, 
March  6, 1971. 

Effective  date:  This  redelegation  of 
authority  is  effective  on  J\Uy  7,  1976. 

Maurice  E.  Frye,  Jr.. 

Regional  Administrator, 
Region  I,  Boston. 
t PR  Doc .76-19538  Plied  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  D-76-4421 

SAN  FRANCISCO  REGIONAL  OFFICE 

/ 

Redelegation  of  Authority  With  Respect 
to  Fair  Housing 

Section  A.  Authority  with  respect  to 
lair  housing.  The  Assistant  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Equal  Oi^xirtunity,  Re¬ 
gion  IX.  San  Francisco,  is  authorized  to 
exercise  the  power  and  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  under  Title  vm  (Fair  Housing) 
of  the  cnvU  Rights  Act  of  1968,  PubUc 
Law  90-284  (42  U.S.C.  3601—3619),  ex¬ 
cept  the  authority  to; 

1.  Make  studies  and  publish  reports 
under  Section  808(e)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  3608(d)). 

2.  Issue  rules  and  regulations. 

Section  B.  Authority  to  redelegate.  Hie 

Assistant  Regional  Administrator  for 
Equal  Opportunity  is  authorized  to  re- 
dedegate  to  subordinate  employees  any  of 
the  authority  redelegated  imder  Section 
A  except  the  authority  to  issue  a  subpena 
or  interrogatory  under  Section  811  of  the 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  3611)  shall  remain  with 
the  Assistant  Regional  Administrator  for 
Equal  Opportunity. 

Section  C.  Supersedure.  This  redelega- 
tlon  of  authority  supersedes  the  redele¬ 
gation  pulHished  at  35  F.R.  14414,  Sep¬ 
tember  12,  1970. 

(Redelegation  of  Authority  by  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Fair  Housing  and  Equal  Oppwtu- 
nlty  published  at  41  TSi.  14208,  AprU  2,  1976, 
effective  AprU  2, 1976.) 

Effective  date:  This  redelegation  of  au¬ 
thority  shall  be  effective  as  of  April  5, 
1976. 

Robert  H.  Baida, 
RegiotMl  Administrator, 
Region  IX,  San  Francisco. 

(FB  Doc.76-19640  FUed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  l>-76-443] 

REGIONAL  COUNSEL,  REGION  I.  BOSTON 
Delegation  of  Authority 

I  hereby  designate  the  Regional  Coim- 
sel,  Region  I,  to  act  in  my  stead,  with 
authority  to  receive  and  act  upon  in¬ 
quiries,  requests  for  access  and  requests 
for  correction  or  amendment  of  records 
under  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  enacted 
December  31,  1974  as  P.L.  93-579.  The 
authority  for  this  designation  is  40  FH. 
39729  (August  28.  1975),  as  amended  by 
41  F.R.  13917  (April  1,  1976). 

Effective  date;  This  designation  and 
delegation  shall  be  effective  on  July  7, 
1976. 

Mattrice  E.  Frye,  Jr., 
Regional  Administrator,  Region  I. 

[PR  Doc.76-19539  PUed  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  29160;  (Order  76-6-194)  ] 

INVESTIGATION  OF  THE  LOCAL  SERVICE 
CLASS  SUBSIDY  RATE  CLASS  RATE  VIII 

Order  Reopening  Rate 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  30th  day  of  June,  1976. 

By  Order  76-4-101,  dated  AprU  20. 
1976,  the  Board  instituted  an  investiga¬ 
tion  directed  to  the  establishment  of  a 
revised  class  subsidy  rate  for  the  seven 
local  service  carriers  (Locals)  currently 
operating  under  Class  Rate  VH.'  The 
order  also  invited  the  Locals  to  file  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  concept  for  a  new 
class  rate  (Class  Rate  vm) ,  and  required 
the  Locals  to  supply  additional  informa¬ 
tion. 

The  Board  has  received  the  informa¬ 
tion  and  the  comments  requested  in 
Order  76-4-101.  However,  unexpected 
problems  wiU  delay  issuance  of  a  state¬ 
ment  of  Provisional  Findings  and  Con¬ 
clusions.  Such  a  statement,  refiecting 
revisions  in  subsidy  calculation  as  out¬ 
lined  in  the  order  of  investigation  and 
containing  an  updated  payment  for¬ 
mula.  will  be  forthcoming  as  soon  as 
possible. 

We  are  therefore  reopening  as  of 
July  1,  1976,  the  final  subsidy  rate  pres¬ 
ently  in  effect.  Class  Rate  vn,  for  the 
Locals.  In  line  with  past  practice,  the 
subsidy  rates  foimd  to  be  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  for  each  carrier  in  the  fifth  re¬ 
view  of  Cfiass  Rate  VH  (Order  76-2-39, 
February  11,  1976)  will  remain  in  effect 
as  temporary  rates  which  wUl  serve  as 
the  bases  for  interim  subsidy  payments 
to  each  carrier,  pending  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  final  rates  in  this  proceeding. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
AvlatlcHi  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  102,  204,  406,  and  1002 
(b)  thereof. 


^  Class  Rate  VII  as  established  by  Orders 
73-7-69,  July  13.  1973,  73-10-1,  October  1. 
1973,  and  74-1-123,  January  24.  1974. 


It  is  ordered  that: 

1.  Hie  current  final  local  service  class 
subsidy  rate  is  hereby  reopened  as  of 
July  1, 1976  for  the  purpose  of  determin¬ 
ing  a  new  final  rate  or  taking  such  other 
action  as  the  facts  may  warrant;  and 

2.  This  order  shall  ^  served  on  all  the 
parties  to  this  proceeding  and  the  Post¬ 
master  General. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc,76-19536  Piled  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  29357] 

McGREGOR,  SWIRE  AIR  SERVICES  LIM¬ 
ITED  FOREIGN  AIR  FREIGHT  FOR¬ 
WARDER  RENEWAL  (U.K.) 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Prehearing 
Conference  and  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  the  prehearing 
conference  and  hearing  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  matter  assigned  to  be  held  on  July 
19,  1976,  (41  F.R.  23996,  June  14,  1976), 
are  postponed  Indefinitely. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  30, 
1976. 


Janet  D.  Saxon, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 
[PR  Doc.76-19535  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

MISSISSIPPI  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  U.S.  Commission  on  Cfivil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this 
Commission  will  convene  at  2  pjn.  and 
end  at  5:30  p.m.  on  July  28,  1976,  at  the 
Biloxi  Hilton,  Pacific  Room,  3580  West 
Beach  Blvd.,  Biloxi,  Mississii^l  39531. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
person,  or  the  Southern  Regional  Office 
of  the  Ccmimission.  Citizens  Trust  Bank 
Bldg.,  Room  362,  75  Piedmont  Avenue, 
NE..  Atlanta,  Georgia  30303. 

Hie  purpose  of  this  meeting:  State 
Employment  Study  Followup  activities; 
planning  for  Advisory  Committee  Edu¬ 
cation  Project  for  fiscal  year  77.  Reports 
of  Subcommittee  on:  Women’s  Rights 
developments,  administration  of  Justice, 
Health. 

Tills  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Jime  30, 
1976. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(FB  Doc.76-10616  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


MGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  131— WEDNESDAY,  JULY  7,  1976 


NOTICES 


27863 


NORTH  CAROLINA  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  North 
Carolina  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to 
this  Commission  will  convene  at  6  p.m. 
and  end  at  10  p.m.  on  Jvdy  23,  1976,  at 
North  Lumina  Avenue,  Wrightsville 
Beach,  North  Carolina  and  will  recon¬ 
vene  on  July  24,  1976,  at  9  a.m.  and  end 
at  5:30  p.m.,  and  on  July  25,  1976,  the 
meeting  will  convene  at  10  a.m.  and  end 
at  2  p.m. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairper¬ 
son,  or  the  Southern  Regional  Office  of 
the  Commission,  Citizens  Trust  Bank 
Building,  Room  362, 75  Piedmont  Avenue, 
NE.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30303. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  com¬ 
prehensive  planning  session  for  pro¬ 
grams  during  fiscal  1977.  Discuss  work¬ 
shops  to  define  and  prioritize  civil  rights 
Issues  for  SAC  programming.  Establish¬ 
ing  goals  and  objectives  and  timetables 
for  fiscal  '77.  Reorientation  of  SAC  role 
and  its  relationship  to  the  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  and  Washington  Office. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dat^  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  30, 
1976. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.76-19615  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


PENNSYLVANIA/DELAWARE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Peim- 
sylvanla/Delaware  Advisory  Committee 
(SAC)  to  this  Commission  will  convene 
at  10  a.m.  and  end  at  2  p.m.  on  July  22, 
1976,  at  the  Philadelphia  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  600  Arch  Street,  10th  Floor,  Room 
10320,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairper¬ 
son,  or  the  Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Office 
of  the  Commission,  2120  L  Street  NW., 
Room  510,  Washington,  D.C.  20037. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  plan 
future  projects. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  30, 
1976. 

Isaiah  T.  (Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

|FR  Doc.76-19614  Piled  7-6-76;8:45  ami 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

EXEMPT  TEXTILE  PRODUCTS 

Announcing  Requirement  That  Shipments 
Be  Certified  by  Exporting  Country  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  the  Country  of  Origin 

July  1,  1976. 

The  bilateral  textile  agreements  nego¬ 
tiated  between  the  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  Colcmibia,  Haiti,  India, 
Malaysia,  Mexico,  Pakistan,  the  Philip¬ 
pines.  the  Republics  of  China  and  Korea, 
and  Thailand  provide  for  the  exemption 
of  certain  textile  products  of  the  cottage 
industry  which  have  been  properly  certi¬ 
fied  by  the  government  of  Uie  export¬ 
ing  country. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  clarify 
for  interested  parties  that  shipments  of 
exempt  textile  products  must  be  certi¬ 
fied  in  the  country  of  origin  by  desig¬ 
nated  officials  prior  to  exportation  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  procedures  established  be¬ 
tween  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  the  country  of  origin.  Exempt 
certifications  issued  by  embassies  cannot 
be  accepted  to  effect  release  of  shipments. 
However,  embassies  may  request  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Textiles,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  to  advise  the  U.S, 
Customs  Service  that  the  visa  require¬ 
ment  has  been  waived  and  the  goods  may 
be  permitted  entry  and  charged  to  the 
applicable  levels  of  restraint. 

Alan  Polansky, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance, 
U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

I  PR  Doc.76-19553  FUed  7-6-76;8:45  ami 


REPUBLIC  OF  KOREA 

Adjusting  Import  Levels  for  Certain  Cotton 
and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Products 
Under  the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement 

July  1,  1976. 

On  September  30, 1975,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
44862)  a  letter  dated  September  25,  1975 
from  the  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  imple¬ 
menting  those  provisions  of  the  Bilateral 
Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Tex¬ 
tile  Agreement  of  Jime  26,  1975,  as 
amended,  between  the  Governments  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of 
Korea,  which  establish  specific  expert 
limitations  on  certain  cotton,  wool,  and 
man-made  fiber  textile  products,  pro¬ 
duced  or  manufactured  in  the  Republic 
of  Korea  and  exported  to  the  United 
States  during  the  twelve-month  period 
which  began  on  October  1,  1975.  As  set 
forth  in  that  letter,  the  levels  of  restraint 
are  subject  to  adjustment  pursuant  to 


paragraphs  5  and  7  of  the  agreement 
which  provide  that  within  the  aggregate 
and  applicable  group  limits,  specific  lev¬ 
els  of  restrain  may  be  increased  by  desig¬ 
nated  percentages  and  that  such  levels 
may  be  increased  for  carryover  and 
carryforward  up  to  11  percent  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  category  limits. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  bilateral  agreement  referred  to 
above,  there  is  published  below  a  letter  of 
July  1,  1976  from  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs  amending  the  levels  of  re¬ 
straint  applicable  to  textile  products  in 
Categories  26  (duck)  and  234  during  the 
twelve-month  period  which  began  on  Oc¬ 
tober  1, 1975. 

Alan  Polansky, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance. 
U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C.  20229. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  On  September  25, 
1975  the  Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements,  directed 
you  to  prohibit  entry  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  beginning  October  1,  1975  and 
extending  through  September  30,  1976  of  cot¬ 
ton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  In  certain  specified  categories,  produced 
or  manufactured  In  the  Republic  of  Korea, 
in  excess  of  designated  levels  of  restraint. 
The  Chairman  further  advised  you  that  the 
levels  of  restraint  are  subject  to  adjustment.^ 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement  Re¬ 
garding  International  Trade  In  Textiles  done 
at  Geneva  on  December  20,  1973,  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  5  and  7  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton, 
Wo<^  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement 
of  June  26,  1975,  as  amended,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  Korea,  and  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Executive  Order  11651  of 
March  3,  1972,  you  are  directed  to  amend,  ef¬ 
fective  on  July  9,  1976  the  levels  of  restraint 


*The  term  “adjustment"  refers  to  those 
provisions  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of 
June  26,  1975,  as  amended,  between  the  Gov¬ 
ernments  of  the  United  States  and  the  Re¬ 
public  of  Korea  which  provide.  In  part,  that: 
(1)  within  the  aggregate  and  applicable 
group  limits,  specific  levels  of  restraint 
within  CategcH-les  1-38,  part  of  63  (shoe  up¬ 
pers),  64,  200-213,  and  241-243  may  be  ex¬ 
ceeded  by  10  percent:  within  Categories  39- 
62,  part  of  63  (other  than  shoe  uppers) ,  and 
214-240,  by  7  percent:  and  within  Categories 
101-132,  by  5  percent;  (2)  these  same  levels 
may  be  increased  for  carryover  and  carryfor¬ 
ward  up  to  11  percent  of  the  applicable  cate¬ 
gory  limit;  (3)  consultation  levels  may  be 
Increased  within  the  aggregate  and  applica¬ 
ble  group  limits  upon  agreement  between  the 
two  gOTernmmts;  and  (4)  administrative 
arrangements  or  adjustments  may  be  made 
to  resolve  minor  problems  arising  in  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  the  agreement. 
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eetabllshed  for  Categories  26  (duck)  and  234 
to  the  following: 

AmenAed 
12-tno.  level 

Category:  of  restraint^ 

26  (duck)  * _ square  yards..  24,  872,  013 

234  _ dozen..  4,321,504 

320.. . 01  through  04,06,08 

321. . .01  through  04,06,08 

322.. . 01  through  04,06,08 

326. _ 01  through  04,06,08 

327 _ 01  through  04,06,08 

328..  .01  through  04,06,08 

>  The  levels  of  restraint  have  not  been  ad¬ 
justed  to  reflect  any  entries  made  after  Sep¬ 
tember  30, 1976. 

*In  Category  26  the  T.S.U.S.A.  numbers 
for  duck  fabric  are: 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Republic  of  Korea  and  with 
respect  to  Imports  of  cotton  and  man-made 
flber  textile  products  from  the  Republic  of 
Korea  have  been  determined  by  the  Ctun- 
mittee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  to  Involve  foreign  affairs  func¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore,  the 
directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
being  necessary  to  the  implementation  of 
such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of 
5  U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in 
the  Pedebal  Registeb. 

Sincerely, 

Alan  Polansky, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agree¬ 
ments,  and  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Resources  and  Trade 
Assistance.  UJS-.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

|FR  Doc.76-19552  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  amj 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  673-3] 

STATE  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 
Requested  Revisions 
Synopsis 

EPA  has  worked  closely  with  the 
States  in  recent  months  to  determine 
the  sufficiency  of  State  Implementation 
Plans  (SIP’S)  for  the  attainment  and 
maintoiance  of  all  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards.  In  some  States,  areas 
which  specifically  needed  SIP  revisions 
for  maintenance  were  identified  in  early 
1975.  Where  areas  are  identified  today  as 
requiring  revisions  for  attainment,  it 
should  be  understood  that  revisions  for 
maintenance  will  also  be  submitted.  In 
this  notice,  the  Acting  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  EPA  Region  X  finds  that  the 
SIP’S  in  the  States  of  Idaho  and  Oregon 
are  deficient  with  respect  to  attainment 
of  certain  national  ambient  air  quality 
standards  as  indicated  in  Table  I  below. 
He  is  therefore  requesting  that  these 
States  submit  revisions  to  their  plans  by 
July  1,  1977  to  correct  these  deficiencies. 
In  each  case,  the  findings  were  identified 
by  EPA  and  the  State  jointly.  The  Acting 
Regional  Administrator  has  confirmed 
these  findings  to  the  Governors  of  both 
States  in  letters  dated  June  25,  1976. 


T.vbi£  I. — Deficient  RlP's — attainment 


Stat« 


AQCR 


Area  Pollutant 


Idaho .  Ea.s(«>ni  Washington— Northern  Idaho. 

Do . Eastern . 

Ore^n . Portland  interstate . 

Do . South  we.st.. . 

Do. . Portland  interstate . 


Shoshone  County . TSP 

Bannock  County . . SOi,  TSP 

Eugene  AQMA . TSP  * 

Medford  AQMA .  TSP  ' 

Portland  AQMA . CO,  O, 


>  Secondary  standards  only. 

In  addition,  the  Acting  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  finds  that  portions  of  the  im¬ 
plementation  plan  in  the  State  of  Wash¬ 
ington  may  be  deficient  with  respect  to 
attaiiunent  of  primary  and  secondary 
TSP  national  ainbient  air  quality  stand¬ 
ards,  as  indicated  in  Table  n  below. 
These  conclusiCMis  were  developed  by 
EPA  and  the  State  after  a  joint  evalua¬ 


tion  of  the  State  plan  and  studies  now 
under  way,  but  not  yet  complete.  The 
Acting  Regional  Administrator  has  re¬ 
quested  that  the  State  complete  studies 
and  adopt  any  necessary  plan  revisions 
by  July,  1977.  These  findings  were  con¬ 
firmed  to  the  Governor  in  a  letter  dated 
Jime  25.  1976. 


TABI.F.  II. — Possibly  deficient  BIP's — attainment 


state 


AQCR 


Area  Pollutant 


Washington _ Eastern  Washington — northern  Idaho . Spokane . TSP 

Do . . do . Claitston . TSP 

Do . North«n . Colville . TSP 


Further,  the  States  of  Oregon  and  ing  standards  once  they  are  attained. 
Washington  are  persently  in  the  process  These  analyses  are  intended  to  define 
of  completing  analjrses  for  five  areas  whether  Air  Quality  Maintenance  Plans 
which  were  designated  as  Air  Quality  (AQMP’s)  ne^  to  be  developed  and 
Maintenance  Areas  (AQMA’s)  on  April  which  SIP  revisions  are  necessary  to  sup- 
29,  1975.  AC^ilA’s  are  those  areas  which  port  the  AQMP’s.  There  are  listed  in 
are  projected  to  have  difficulty  maintain-  Table  m. 
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Table  III. — Potsibily  deficient  8IP'« — maintenance 


State 

AQMA 

Oeographical  composition  land  area 

Pollutant  (•) 

Orfgon . 

...  Portland  interstate 
(Oregon  portion). 

Columbia  Kegion  Association  of  QoTernnients, 
1970  Portland-Vancouver  metropolitan  trans- 
gqrWIon  study  area  (Oregon  portion),  1,800 

TSP,  SOi,  CO,  0. 

Do . 

...  Eugene-Springfield... 

..  Lane  Regional  Air  Pollution  Authority,  control 
area  C,  Z77  km*. 

TSP 

Do . 

...  Medford -Ashland . 

.  The  Bear  Creek  urban  regional  land  use  planning 
area,  591  km*. 

TSP 

W!«!hitigton.. 

...  Portland  interstate 
(Washington  por¬ 
tion). 

Columbia  Region  Association  of  Oovemments, 
1970  Portland-Vancouver  metropolitan  trans- 
^rtation  study  area  (Washington  portion),  430 

TSP,  SOj,  CO.  O. 

Z>o . 

..  Spokane . 

.  Spokane  Regional  Planning  Conference,  study 
area— 1908,  834  km*. 

TSP 

Do . 

..  Puget  Sound . 

.  The  Washington  Slate  Deparinient  of  Highways, 
Seattle-Tacoma  urban  urea— 1973,  2,153  kni^ 

TSP 

The  Acting  Regional  Administrator  is 
requesting  that  the  AQMA  analyses  be 
completed  by  October  1976.  Where  war¬ 
ranted  on  the  basis  of  the  AQMA  anal¬ 
yses,  he  is  requesting  that  draft  AQMP’s 
be  developed  and  submitted  for  review 
by  July,  1977  and  that  final  AQMP’s  and 
associated  plan  revisions  be  adopted  by 
July  1978. 

EPA  recognizes  that  in  some  areas  the 
State’s  analyses  may  indicate  that  at¬ 
tainment  of  ambient  standards  is  not 
likely  for  the  next  several  3^ars  due  to 
the  difiBculty  in  controlling  primarily 
sources  of  fugitive  particulate  matter.  In 
these  cases,  EPA  is  requesting  that  the 
States  submit  a  schedule  by  July,  1977 
for  adopting  all  practicable  control  meas¬ 
ures  for  air  quality  maintenance  plan¬ 
ning.  The  date  for  adopting  these  regula¬ 
tions  should  be  3  to  5  years  prior  to  the 
projected  attainment  date  for  ambient 
standards.  Where  non-attainment  of  qm- 
bient  standards  is  projected  to  continue 
for  the  foreseeable  'future,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  reassess  the  present  ap¬ 
proach  to  the  AQMP  problem  and  sched¬ 
ule  for  resolv- 

Detailed  Discussion  of  Action 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  under 
section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40 
CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  approved 
the  implementation  plan  control  strat¬ 
egies  for  attainment  of  the  national  pri¬ 
mary  and  secondary  standards  for  TSP 
and  SOr  for  Washington  and  Oregon.  The 
Oregon  CO  and  O'  control  strategies  for 
the  Portland  Interstate  AQCR  were  ap¬ 
proved  on  November  7,  1973  (38  FR 
30825) .  The  Idaho  TSP  control  strategies 
for  primary  standards  were  approved  on 
May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10861).  The  exist¬ 
ing  Idaho  SOj  control  strategy  for  the 
Eastern  Idaho  AQCR  was  disapproved 
and  a  substitute  control  strategy  was 
promulgated  by  EIPA  on  June  9,  1976  (41 
FR  23200) .  At  the  same  time,  the  attain¬ 
ment  date  for  SOi  standards  in  the  East¬ 
ern  Idaho  AQCR  was  extended  to  July  31, 
1976.  Implementation  of  the  other  con¬ 
trol  strategies  referenced  above  was  to 
have  assured  attainment  of  national  am¬ 
bient  air  quality  standards  by  mid- 1975, 
with  the  exception  of  the  Oregon  CO 
control  strategy  which  was  to  have 
assured  attainment  of  standards  by  May 
31, 1976.  ) 

Furthermore,  on  March  8, 1973  (38  FR 
6279) ,  tai  response  to  a  court  order,  EPA 


disapproved  all  implementation  plans 
with  respect  to  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  ambient  air  quality  standards. 
Following  this  action,  on  April  29,  1975 
(40  FR  18726) ,  EPA  identibed  five  areas 
(AQMAs)  in  Region  X  that  have  the  po¬ 
tential  for  failing  to  maintain  one  or 
more  of  the  national  ambient  air  quality 
standards  because  of  future  growth.  Ana¬ 
lyses  are  now  under  way  for  all  five  areas; 
preliminary  results  indicate  a  mainte¬ 
nance  plan  will  be  needed  for  each 
AQMA.  A  more  certain  determination 
will  be  made  when  Oregon  and  Washing¬ 
ton  complete  their  evaluations.  Table  HI, 
above,  identifies  the  AQMA’s  within  each 
State  which  may  need  plan  revisions  to 
assure  maintenance  and  the  pollutants 
in  question. 

The  Acting  Regional  Administrator  of 
EPA  Region  X  in  conjunction  with  the 
States  of  Oregon  and  Idaho  finds  that 
the  presently  approved  control  strategy 
portion  of  the  implementation  plans 
listed  in  Table  I  are  deficient  as  noted. 
These  findings  are  based  on:  (a)  con¬ 
sideration  of  recent  air  quality  data  for 
the  calendar  year  1975  submitted  by  the 
States,  (b)  evaluation  of  .cource-receptor 
relationships  and  the  status  of  source 
compliance  with  the  existing  implemen¬ 
tation  plan,  and  (c)  technical  reports  un¬ 
der  preparation  by  the  States  analjrzing 
the  adequacy  of  their  existing  implemen¬ 
tation  plan  conrtol  strategies. 

The  State  of  Oregon  has  informed 
EPA  that  their  analysis  of  necessarv  im¬ 
plementation  plan  revisions  for  attain¬ 
ment  will  be  completed  by  August,  1976 
and  that  any  necessary  new  regulations 
will  be  submitted  to  EPA  by  July  1,  1977. 
The  State  of  Idaho  has  informed  EPA 
that  their  analysis  of  necessary  imple¬ 
mentation  plan  revisions  will  be  cwn- 
pleted  by  March,  1977.  Therefore,  the 
Acting  Regional  Administrator  has  re¬ 
quested  that  any  necessary  new  regu¬ 
lations  be  submitted  to  EPA  by  July  1, 
W77. 

The  State  of  Idaho  has  indicated  that 
the  non-attainment  of  TSP  primary 
standards  In  Shoshone  and  Bannock 
counties  is  likely  due  to  industrial  process 
emissions  and  fugitive  dust  sources.  The 
State  will  do  further  analytical  studies 
to  Identify  specific  corrective  actions. 

The  E3*A  Administrator  disapproved 
the  Idaho  implementation  plan  SOt  con¬ 
trol  strategy  for  the  Eastern  Idaho  AQCR 
on  June  9,  1976  and  prcnnulgated  a  sub¬ 


stitute  SO  regulation  for  The  J.  R.  Sim- 
plot  Company  in  Bannock  County.  The 
Administrator  is  requesting  that  Idaho 
adopt  a  regulation  by  July  1977  to  bring 
State  regulatory  provisions  into  con¬ 
formance  with  those  promulgated  by 
EPA  as  part  of  the  Idaho  plan. 

The  State  of  Oregon  has  Indicated  that 
the  TSP  secondary  national  ambient  air 
quality  standard  will  not  be  attained  in 
the  Medford  and  Eugene -Springfield 
AQMA’s.  The  State  has  also  concluded 
that  the  CO  and  Ox  standards  may  not 
be  attained  in  the  Portland  AQMA  in 
which  case  the  existing  transportation 
control  plan  would  require  revision. 

The  State  of  Washington  and  the  EPA 
have  jointly  concluded  that  the  Wash¬ 
ington  plan  may  be  deficient  for  cer¬ 
tain  areas  as  noted  in  Table  II.  This  ten¬ 
tative  conclusion  is  based  on  an  evalua¬ 
tion  of  all  available  air  quality  and  source 
related  data.  Washington  State  is  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  detailed  studies  in  each  of 
the  noted  areas  to  determine  more  pre¬ 
cisely  the  nature  and  extent  of  these 
problems.  This  analysis  and  subsequent 
development  of  any  necessary  plan  revi¬ 
sions  is  scheduled  for  completion  by 
March,  1977  and  will,  upon  completion, 
be  made  publicly  available.  Rather  than 
wait  for  completion  of  these  studies, 
how’ever,  the  Acting  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  is  including  the  status  of  Wash¬ 
ington’s  efforts  in  this  notice  and  calling 
for  any  necessary  plan  revisions  now  so 
that  the  State  may  begin  all  appropriate 
studies  at  once. 

To  summarize,  the  Acting  Regional 
Administrator  finds  that  revisions  to 
parts  of  the  Idaho,  Oregon  and  Wash¬ 
ington  implementation  plans  mav  be 
needed  for  attainment  and  maintenance 
of  standards  and  hereby  requests  each 
State  to  submit  the  necessary  revisions 
to  the  respective  implementation  plans. 

EPA  is  requesting  that  the  States  pre¬ 
pare  and  submit,  by  July  1.  1977,  appro¬ 
priate  plan  revisions  for  attainment  of 
national  standards.  EPA  is  also  request¬ 
ing  that  plans  be  prepared  and  submit¬ 
ted  by  July  1,  1978  for  maintenance  of 
national  standards.  ’The  exceptions  to 
the  1978  date  include  the  areas  noted 
above  where  fugitive  particulate  matter 
sources  are  causing  non-attainment  and 
the  Portland  Interstate  AQMA  for  TSP. 
Oregon  is  presently  undertaking  an  Air 
Data  Base  Improvement  Project  to  iden¬ 
tify  sources  of  TSP  in  the  Portland  area. 
Due  to  the  timing  of  this  project,  it  may 
not  be  possible  for.  Oregon  to  fully  meet 
the  time  schedules  listed  above.  EPA  is 
requesting,  for  this  case,  that  Oregon 
adopt  and  submit  regulations  that  can 
be  identified  as  necessary  and  feasible  by 
July,  1978,  with  the  balance  to  be 
adopted  no  later  than  July  1979. 

The  requested  revisions  should  include 
all  achievable  emission  limitations  and 
other  necessary  measures  that  are 
needed  to  provide  for  the  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  national  standards. 
The  submittals  should  also  include  tech¬ 
nical  support  documentation  demon¬ 
strating,  to  the  extent  possible,  the  effect 
of  these  revislona  on  ambient  air  quality. 
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'rhe  completed  plan  revisions  should 
demonstrate  that  the  total  control  strat¬ 
egy  will  maintain  the  national  ambient 
:  tandards  for  at  least  10  years  after  at¬ 
tainment. 

<Sec.  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  1857C-S) ). 

Dated:  June  25, 1976. 

L.  Edwin  Coate, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator, 

Region  10. 

I  PR  Doc.76-19417  Piled  7-6-76;8;45  amj 


ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

.  [ERDA-16411 

''  LIGHT  WATER  BREEDER  REACTOR 
PROGRAM 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  five- 
volume  Pinal  Environmental  Statement, 
Light  Water  Breeder  Reactor  Program, 
ERDA-1541,  has  been  issued  pursuant  to 
the  Energy  Research  and.  Development 
Administration’s  (ERDA)  regulations  for 
implementation  of  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

The  objective  of  the  light  water  breeder 
reactor  (LWBR)  prwram  which  began 
in  1965,  is  to  develop  the  technology  nec¬ 
essary  to  improve  significantly  the  effici¬ 
ency  of  utilization  of  the  energy  poten¬ 
tially  available  in  nuclear  fuel  for  pres¬ 
surized  light  water  reactors  including  the 
installation  and  operation  of  a  breeding 
reactor  core  in  the  ERDA-owned  reactor 
at  the  l^ppingport  Atomic  Power  Sta¬ 
tion,  Shippingport,  Beaver  County,  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  The  operation  of  this,  the  third 
reactor  core  in  the  Shippingport  Station, 
is  expected  to  confirm  that  breeding  can 
be  achieved  in  a  light  water  reactor  sys¬ 
tem  using  the  thorium-uranium  233  fuel 
system.  If  the  LWBR  its  successful,  it 
will  confirm  the  technical  feasibility  of 
operating  breeder  cores  of  this  type  in 
existing  and  future  light  water  reactors. 

In  addition  to  evaluating  the  environ¬ 
mental  aspects  of  operating  the  LWBR 
core  in  the  Shippingport  Station  and 
conducting  subs^uent  LWBR  technol¬ 
ogy  development,  the  statement  considers 
the  environmental  aspects  of  a  concep¬ 
tual  future  commercial  application  of 
light  water  breeder  reactors. 

The  draft  environmental  statement 
was  issued  for  public  comment  on  Au¬ 
gust  8.  1975,  and  a  public  hearing  was 
held  in  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  on 
December  4,  1975,  to  afford  additional 
oc^rtunlty  for  the  public  to  present 
views  concerning  the  draft  statement. 
The  final  statement  was  prepared  taking 
into  consideration  the  substantive  Issues 
and  views  which  were  raised  in  the  com¬ 
menting  process.  Responses  to  the  c<xn- 
ments  and  the  public  hearing  record  are 
included  in  the  final  statement.  Based  on 
the  results  of  this  environmental  review, 
ERDA  does  not  believe  that  any  issues 
have  been  raised  which  require  a  change 
in  the  LWBR  core  concept  or  the  LWBR 
program,  Including  the  op>eration  of  the 


LWBR  core  in  the  Shippingport  Atomic 
Power  Station. 

Copies  of  the  final  environmental 
statement  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  ERDA’s  public  document  rooms 
at: 

ERDA  Headquarters,  20  Massachusetts  Ave¬ 
nue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Albuquerque  Operations  Office,  Klrtland  Air 
Force  Base  East,  Albuquerque.  New  Mexico. 
Chicago  Operations  Office,  0800  South  Cass 
Avenue,  Argonne,  Illinois. 

Idaho  Operations  Office,  550  Sec-ond  Street, 
Idaho  Falls,  Idaho. 

Nevada  Operations'Office.  2753  South  High¬ 
land  Drive,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada. 

Oak  Ridge  Operations  Office,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Oak  Ridge,  Tennessee. 

Richland  Operations  Office,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing.  Richland.  Washington. 

San  Francisco  Operations  Office.  1333  Broad¬ 
way,  Oakland.  California. 

Savannah  River  Operations  Office,  Savannah 
River  Plant,  Aiken,  South  Carolina. 

Copies  of  the  final  environmental  state¬ 
ment  are  also  available  for  public  in- 
s[>ection  at  the  following  locations: 

B.  F.  Jones  Memorial  Library,  663  Franklin 
Avenue,  Aliqulppa,  Pennsylvania,  and  des¬ 
ignated  Federal  Depository  Libraries. 

Copies  of  the*^  final  statement  have 
been  furnished  to  all  those  who  provided 
comments. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  of  the 
five-volume  final  statement  are  available 
for  distribution  by  the  Technical  Infor¬ 
mation  Center,  P.O,  Box  62,  Oak  Ridge, 
Tennessee  37830,  615-483-8611,  exten¬ 
sion  34672.  Copies  are  also  available  from 
the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

For  the  Energy  Research  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration. 

Jabces  L.  Liverhan, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Environment  and  Safety. 
|FR  Doc.76-19449  Filed  7-8-76; 8: 45  am) 


LIGNITE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
P.L.  92-463  (Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act),  the  Lignite  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  will  meet  on  July  21, 1976,  at  ERDA’s 
Grand  Forks  Energy  Research  Center, 
Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota.  The  meeting 
will  be  open  to  the  public  and  will  begin 
at  9:00  a.m.  and  end  at  approximately 
4:00  p.m. 

The  committee  will  discuss  the  cur¬ 
rent  program  at  the  Grand  Forks  Center 
and  the  program  planned  for  FY  1977. 
Subjects  to  be  covered  include  research 
programs  in  combustion,  gasification, 
liquefaction,  diying,  storage,  and  a  re¬ 
view  of  the  lignite  symposia. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee  is  em¬ 
powered  to  ccmduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that  in  his  judgment  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  meeting,  the  following  requirements 
shall  apply: 


(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  on  the  subjects  to  be  discussed 
may  do  so  by  mailing  12  copies  thereof, 
postmarked  no  later  than  July  15, 1976,  to 
Mr.  Gordon  H.  Gronhovd,  Director, 
Grand  Forks  Energy  Research  Center, 
U.S.  Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administration,  15  North  23rd  Street, 
Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota.  Comments 
shall  be  based  on  the  above  subjects  to 
be  discussed  at  the  meeting.  Minutes  of 
the  meeting  will  be  kept  open  for  30 
days  for  the  receipt  of  written  state¬ 
ments  for  the  record. 

(b)  Infoimation  as  to  whether  the 
meeting  has  been  rescheduled  or  relo¬ 
cated  can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid  tele¬ 
phone  call  on  July  19,  1976,  to  Mr. 
Gordon  H.  Gronhovd,  Director,  Grand 
Forks  Energy  Research  Center  on  701- 
775-4207  between  8:00  a.m.  and  5:00 
p.m.,  central  time. 

(c)  Questions  at  the  meeting  may  be 
propounded  only  by  the  members  of  the 
Lignite  Advisory  Committee. 

(d)  Seating  to  the  public  will  be  made 
available  on  a  first-come,  first-served 
basis. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture,  and 
television  cameras,  the  physical  instal¬ 
lation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  course  of  the  meeting, 
will  be  permitted  both  before  and  after 
the  meeting  and  during  any  recess.  The 
use  of  such  equipment  will  not,  however, 
be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  in  ses¬ 
sion. 

(f )  Copies  of  the  minutes  will  be  made 
available  for  copying,  following  their  cer¬ 
tification  b  ythe  Chairman,  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  at  the  Grand  Porks  Energy  Research 
Center,  15  North  23rd  Street,  Grand 
Forks.  North  Dakota,  upon  payment  of  all 
charges  required  by  law. 

K.  Dean  Helms, 

Acting  Deputy  Adivsory 
Committee  Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc .7a  19667  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am  | 


FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
REGIONAL  ECONOMIC  DEVELOP¬ 
MENT 

OPEN  MEETING 
Agenda 

Notice  is  given  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Council  on  Regional 
Economic  Development  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday,  August  11, 1976,  at  9:30  a.m. 
to  12  noon,  in  Room  6802,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

The  Federal  Advisory  Council  was 
established  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11386.  ’The  (Touncil  is  a  cabinet-level 
committee  composed  of  those  Federal 
agencies  most  concerned  with  economic 
development.  Among  its  responsibilities, 
the  Coimcil  advises  the  Secretary  of 
Ccxnmerce,  who  is  Chairman  of  the 
Council,  in  his  review  of  the  long-range 
ec(momic  development  plans  prepared  by 
the  Title  V  RegiiHial  Action  Planning 
Conunissions. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  long-range  economic  develop¬ 
ment  plan  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
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Commerce  by  the  Old  West  Regional 
Commission.  In  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
view  procedures  adopted  by  the  Council, 
the  Old  West  development  plan  has  been 
circulated  to  the  members  for  their  re¬ 
view. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  the  Acting  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Council,  Office  of  Re¬ 
gional  Economic  Coordination,  Room 
2092,  Department  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C,  20230,  telephone  (202>  377- 
5174. 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  30, 
1976. 


John  W.  Eden, 

Acting  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  for  Regional  Eco¬ 
nomic  Coordination. 


IPR  Doc.76-19518  Filed  7-6-76;8:46  am] 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 

# 

REGULATORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance 
of  reports  Intended  for  use  in  collecting 
Information  from  the  public  were  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Regulatory  Reports  Review 
Staff,  GAO,  on  June  28, 1976  (PCC) ,  and 
June  29,  1976  (FTC).  See  44  U.S.C.  3512 
(c)  and  (d).  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to 
Inform  the  public  of  such  receipt. 

The  list  Includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number.  If 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  information  is  proposed  to  be 
collect^ 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
PCC  and  PTC  forms  are  invited  from  all 
Interested  persons,  organizations,  public 
Interest  groups,  and  affected  businesses. 
Because  of  the  limited  amoimt  of  time 
GAO  has  to  review  the  proposed  forms, 
comments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  July  26,  1976,  and 
should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  John  M.  Love- 
lady,  Acting  Assistant  Director,  Regula¬ 
tory  Reports  Review,  United  States  Gen¬ 
eral  Accounting  Office,  Room  5216,  425  I 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff,  202-376-5425. 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

Request  for  clearance  of  an  extension 
(no  change)  of  PCC  Form  326-A,  Com¬ 
putation  of  Cable  Television  Annual  Fee. 
PCC  Form  326-A  is  required  to  be  filed 
annually  for  each  cable  television  system 
with  the  pasment  of  the  cable  television 
annual  fee.  The  use  of  this  form  is  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  76.406  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules.  The  man-hour  burden  is 
estimated  to  average  30  minutes  per  re¬ 


sponse.  Approximately  8,500  forms  are 
required  to  be  filed  annually. 

Request  for  clearance  of  an  extension 
(no  change)  of  PCC  Form  330-R.  Appli- 
caticm  for  Renewal  of  an  FTPS  and/or 
Response  Station  (s)  and  Low  Power 
Relay  Station  (s)  License.  FCC  Form 
330-R  is  required  to  be  filed  when  apply¬ 
ing  for  renewal  of  an  ITFS  and/or  Re¬ 
sponse  Station  (s)  and  Low  Power  Relay 
Station (s)  License.  The  use  of  this  form 
is  required  by  Section  74.932  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules.  Man-hour  burden  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  average  2*4  hours  per  response. 
’The  PCC  receives  approximately  36  ap¬ 
plications  annually. 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

The  Federal  Trade  Commission  re¬ 
quests  clearance  of  a  new  single  time 
voluntary  questionnaire  designed  to  be 
submitted  to  selected  local  and  state 
agencies  licensing  three  occupations: 
television  and  electronic  repair,  plumb¬ 
ers,  and  electricians.  The  questionnaire 
is  designed  to  obtain  current  information 
concerning  specific  licensing  statutes  and 
regulations,  numbers  of  licensed  individ¬ 
uals  in  these  occupations,  and  require¬ 
ments  for  obtaining  a  license  to  practice 
these  occupations.  'The  PTC  estimates 
the  burden  to  be  3  hours  per  question¬ 
naire  and  anticipates  sending  it  to  about 
100  city  and  state  licensing  boards  for 
TV  repair,  plumbers  and  electricians. 

The  Federal  ’Trade  Commission  ac¬ 
quests  clearance  of  a  new  voluntary 
quarterly  proposal  to  gather  production 
information  from  all  manufacturers  of 
home  canning  equipment.  The  Bureau 
intends  to  inquire  about  total  production 
per  month  of  each  of  several  t3rpes  of 
canning  equipment;  the  relevant  fimc- 
tional  market  these  types  are  to  be  sold 
in;  the  quantity  of  each  type  sent  to  each 
state;  and  a  description  of  the  firm’s  al¬ 
location  plan  for  future  distribution.  The 
potential  respondents  are  the  20  known 
domestic  producers  of  home  canning 
equipment  and  any  new  companies  which 
may  enter  the  industry.  This  Information 
is  to  be  submitted  at  the  end  of  each 
quarter  until  further  notice.  ’The  PTC 
estimates  the  burden  to  be  64  hours  for 
each  quarterly  report  or  an  annual  bur¬ 
den  for  each  respondait  of  256  hours. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 

^  Regulatory  Reports  Review  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.76-19569  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

(Notice  76-60] 

JAPAN  ENGINEERING  DEVELOPMENT  CO. 

Intent  To  Grant  Foreign  Exclusive  Patent 
License 

In  accordance  with  the  NASA  Foreign 
Licensing  Regulations,  14  CFR  1245.405 


(e) ,  the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration  annoiuices  Its  intention 
to  grant  to  the  Japan  Engineering  Devel¬ 
opment  Ccnnpany,  Tokyo,  Japan,  an  ex¬ 
clusive  patent  license  in  Japan  for  the 
four  NASA  owned  inventions  covered  by 
the  Japanese  counterparts  of:  (1)  U.S. 
Application  for  Patent  Serial  No.  634,304 
for  “Abrasion  Resistant  Coatings  for 
Plastic  Surfaces’’,  filed  by  NASA  on  No¬ 
vember  21,  1975;  (2)  U.S.  Application  for 
Patent  Serial  No.  604,374  for  “Recharge¬ 
able  Battery  Which  Combats  Shape 
Change  of  the  Zinc  Anode’’,  filed  by 
NASA  on  August  13, 1975;  (3)  U.S.  Appli¬ 
cation  for  Patent  Serial  No.  642,083  for 
“Solar  Cell  Surface  Treatment’’,  filed  by 
NASA  on  December  18, 1975;  and  (4)  U.S. 
Application  for  Patent  Serial  No.  645,508 
for  “Silicon  Nitride  Coated  Plastie 
Covered  Solar  Cell’’,  filed  by  NASA  on 
December  30,  1975.  Copies  of  the  above 
U.S.  Patent  Applications  can  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  National  Technical  In¬ 
formation  Service.  Springfield,  Vigrinia, 
22161,  at  a  cost  of  $3.75  a  copy.  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  should  submit  written  in¬ 
quiries  or  comments  within  60  days  to 
the  Assistant  General  Coimsel  for  Patent 
Matters,  Code  GP,  National  Aeronautics 
and  Space  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.  20546. 

S.  Neil  Hosenball, 
General  Counsel. 

June  28,  1976. 

(PR  Doc.76-19469  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 

CASES  FILED  WITH  THE  OFFICE  OF 
EXCEPTIONS  AND  APPEALS 

Week  of  June  18  Through  June  25, 1976 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  June  18  through  Jiuie  25,  1976, 
the  appeals  and  applications  for  excep¬ 
tion  or  other  relief  listed  in  the  Appendix 
to  this  Notice  were  filed  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration’s  Office  of 
Exceptions  and  Appeals.  , 

Under  the  FEA’s  procedural  regula¬ 
tions,  10  CFR,  Part  205,  any  person  who 
will  be  aggrieved  by  the  FE!A  action 
sought  in  such  cases  may  file  with  the 
FEA  written  comments  on  the  applica¬ 
tion  within  ten  days  of  service  of  notice, 
as  prescribed  in  the  procedural  regula¬ 
tions.  For  purposes  of  those  regulations, 
the  date  of  service  of  notice  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
ag£pdeved  person  of  actual  notice,  which¬ 
ever  occurs  first. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel. 

June  30,  1976. 
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■Lift  of  cate*  received  bp  the  Offtee  of  ExccpHont  and  Appeals,  June  18  to 
June  2J,  1976 


Date 


Name  and  location  of  applicant 


Type  of  submisaion 


So. 


JuM  1936...  Atlantic  Ricbfiald  Co.,  Loe  AngatoB,  Caltf.  (IX  granted:  FEA-0B63 
FEA's  May  U,  1976,  decision  and  order  wonld  be 
rescinded  and  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.  wonld  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  recoup  certain  eosts  which  will  be  inenned 
by  the  firm  as  a  result  of  the  sale  of  its  East  Chicago 
'  refinery  to  the  C  F  Petrtdeuni  Co.) 

Do.. . Berry  Holding  Co.,  Fresno,  CaUl  (If  granted:  Crude  oil  FSE-2641 

produced  from  the  firm’s  Berry  A  Ewing  and  Surprise 
properties  wonld  be  sold  at  upper  tior  ceiling  prices.) 

Do - Robert  E.  Hanson,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  (If  granted:  FEE-2142 

Crude  oil  product  from  tlie  North  Tio^  Madison 
unit  would  be  sold  at  upper  tier  ceiling  (vices.) 

Ins  21, 1936...  Coline  Gasoline  Corp.,  Wamington,  D.C.  (If  pranted;  FEE-2644 
CoUne  Gasoline  Coip.  would  be  (permitted  to  inereaae 
its  (Hlces  for  natural  gas  liquid  {Products  produced  at  its 
'  Rincon  plant  to  reflect  non{>rodnct  cart  increases  in 
excess  of  $0.00.5/gal.} 

Eagle  Oil  Co.,  Columbus.  Ohio.  (If  granted:  Eagle  Oil  FEX-0053 
Co.  wonld  he  granted  a  3-nwntb  extension  of  the  exoe|>- 
tion  relief  granted  in  FEA’s  Oct.  25, 1974,  decision  and 
order.) 

Eason  Oil  Co.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  Gf  granted:  Crude  FEE-2683 
oil  {Produced  from  the  Weiner  property  would  be  sold 
at  up{per  tiw  ceditg  prioee.) 

Oil  Developiaent  Co.,  Waslnngton,  D.C.  (If  granted:  FEE-364S 
on  DcTelopment  Co.  would  be  (permitted  to  innease 
its  prices  for  aataral  gas  liquid  products  {prodoeed  at 
its  ’Tarxan  (plant  to  reflect  nonprodact  cost  increases  in 
excess  of  $0.006/gal.) 

Reck  Island  Refining  Corp..  Ihdiana{Polis,  Tnd.  Gf  FES-0864 
granted:  Rock  Island  Refining  Cmp.  would  receive  a 
stay  of  its  entitlement  purch^  oLligrtioa  {pending 
a  final  determination  of  its  appeal  from  the  exoe{>tion 
decision  issued  by  the  FEA  on  June  17, 1978.) 

JMu... _ Southem  Csdilonpia  Edison  Co.,  Rosemead,  Calif.  (If  FPI-0102 

granted:  FEA’s  May  21,  1976,  decision  and  ordM- 
'  would  be  reseindad  and  Southern  California  Edison 
Co.  would  be  {permKted  to  import  114,006,660  bbl  of 
low  sulfur  fuel  oil  over  a  10-yr  {period  on  a  license  fee- 
froB  bssis.) 

DOl........  Terrible  Herbst,  Inc.,  Wa.shingtou,  D.C.  (If  granted; 

Terrible  HerbM,  lac.,  would  rooeive  a  stay  of  ths  re¬ 
quirements  of  10  CFR  211.9  and  would  be  assigned  a 
lower  priced  su{pplier  pMiding  a  final  detenainaiiaa  oX 
its  exception  request.) 

Do.. _ The  Oil  8hale  Corp.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  (If  granted:  FEE-2084 

The  Oil  Shale  Corp.,  would  be  permitted  to  eaiculate 
Hs  May  IS,  1973,  selling  prices  for  gasoline  sold  to  its 
wholesale  rack  and  reseller  classes  of  {purchaser  on  the 
basis  of  the  dates  wrrltten  contrates  were  entered  into 
rather  than  on  the  basis  of  transaction  dates.) 

Do... _ Dnited  Refining  Co.,  Warren,  Pa.  (IX  grantod:  United 

lUfIning  Co.  wonM  receive  a  stay  of  Me  requirements 
of  10  CFRJl  (pending  a  final  determination  of  its 

^  exception  request.) 

fans  22, 1976..  Crystal  Oil  Co.,  Washington,  D.C.  Gf  granted:  FEA’s  FEA-0665 
Mav  24,  1976,  decision  and  order  would  be  rescinded 
and  Cr)-stal  Oil  Co.  wonld  be  granted  additional 
(Price  reUef.) 

fui>e2l,  1976...  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  Los  Ai^^eles,  CaUt  (If  granted:  FEA-0B71 
FEA’s  JuiPO  4,  1976,  infomuition  request  dwial  would 
be  modified  and  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.  would  receive 
aceeas  to  {portions  of  documents  which  were  requested 
in  tbs  firm’s  Dec.  15,^4975,  letter.) 

Do . .  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  Los  Angalra,  Calif.  (H  granted;  FEX-K)055 

FEA’s  Apr.  28.  deeisien  and  order  wunld  be  modified 
and  Atlantic  Richfield  Ck>.  wonld  not  bo  requirsd  to 
place  a  certain  sum  of  money  which  it  alrandy  aefunded 
to  the  Ashland  Oil  Co.  of  California  in  an  escrow 
account.)  « 

>0  - - Contiaantal  Oil  Co.,  Houston.  Tex.  Gf  granted;  FEA’s  FEA-<)668 

May  21,  1976,  a.<tsignmeat  order  would  be  rescinded 
and  Continental  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  required  to 
tapply  372,000  gal  of  aviation  gasoline  (per  year  to 
Fedei^  Express  Corp.) 

*a-  ■ .  - _ Coatwental  Oil  Co.,  Htpustou,  Tex.  Gf  grantad;  FEA’s  FEA-0669 

May  21, 1976,  assignment  order  would  be  rescinded  and 
Csnthaefital  Oil  Co.  would  not  be  required  to  supply 
25B00  gal  of  aviation  gasoline  to  Capitol  International 
Airways,  Inc.) 

DW _ Exxon  Cc.,  U.SJt.,  Washingtan,  D.C.  (If  grantod:  FEA-0S70 

Exxon  Co.,  U.S.A.’s  mtitlement  {Purchase  obligation 
for  March  1976  wcidd  be  adjusted  to  eorreet  fiir  PEA’S 
sllsgud  error  in  computing  old  oil  receipts.) 

Do. . Gasoo  Gasoline.  Inc.,  Wasbingtou,  D.C.  (U  granted:  FEE-2686 

Gaaeo  Gasoline,  Inc.,  would  be  assigned  a  new,  lower 
priced  sup(>liar  of  motor  gasoline  to  rei^aos  its  bass  FE8-9686 
period  supper,  Fletcher  Oil  A  Refining  Co.) 

.  O.  E.  Kadane  &  Sous,  Wichita  Fa^  ’Tex.  (U  grantad:  FEE-2685 
Crude  oil  produced  and  soM  from  the  Bimning  tease 
would  be  retroactively  billed  at  niPiier  tier  ceiling 
{Prices.) 

.  Larkin,  lloffmsn,  Daly  A  Lindgreu,  Ltd.,  MinnaapeUa,  FKA-<B66 
Minn.  (If  giant ed:  FEA's  Ifey  4, 1976,  informatinn  re¬ 
quest  denial  srculd  be  rescind^  and  Larkin,  Hoffman, 

Daly  A  Lindgren,  Ltd.,  would  receive  access  to  FEA 
information  concerning  the  manner  in  which  the 
Union  Oil  Co.  of  California  establishes  (prices.) 

.  McDonnell  Aircraft  Co.,  8t.  Louis,  Mo.  (If  granted:  FEE-2687 
McDonnell  Aircraft  (^.  would  recisive  an  increase  in 
its  base  (period  use  of  naphtha  jet  fuel.) 

.  Mid-Michigan  Truck  Service,  Inc.,  Grand  Rapids,  FEX-0064 
Mich.  (If  giwted:  Mid-Michigan  Truck  Service,  Inc., 
would  receive  an  extension  of  the  exception  relief 
granted  in  FEA’s  Feb.  18, 1976,  deciskm  and  order.) 

fmwM,  1976...  Beyor  Aviation,  Dubuque,  Iowa.  (If  granted;  Beyer  FEE-20e2 
Aviation  would  receive  an  increase  in  its  base  {period 
use  of  aviation  gasoline.) 


Do. 


Do. 

Do.' 


Appeal  of  FEA’s  exception 
decision  and  order  tn 
Atlantic  Richfield  Co., 
3  FEA  par.  81,177  (May 
14, 1976). 

Piioa  exception  (seo. 
212.73). 

Price  exce{ptioa  (sec. 
212.72). 

Price  exception  (sec. 
212.165). 


Extension  of  exception  re¬ 
lief.  Eagle  Oil  Co.,  1 
FEA  par.  20,687  ((kU 
25, 1974). 

Price  exception  (see. 

212.74). 

Price  exce{Ption  (seo. 

212.  te). 


Stay  request.  Rock  Island 
Refining  Corp.,  3  FEA 
par. - (June  17, 1976). 


▲mpeal  of  FEA’s  exception 
decision  and  order  In 
Southem  California  Edi¬ 
son  Ca.,  3  FEA  par. 
-—(May  21,  1976). 


FES-2635  Stay  request. 


Price  exception  (sec.  212.- 
83). 


FES-2404  Stay  request. 


Appeal  of  FEA’s  exception 
decision,  and  order  in 
Crystal  OS  Co..  3  FEA 

par.  -  (May  24, 

1978)f 

Appaol  of  FEA’s  infruma- 
tun  request  denial. 


Supplemental  to  FEA’s 
OKlsiOB  and  order.  A^ 
lantio  Richfield  Co., 
3  FEA  par.  85,1M 
(Apr.  28,  1978). 

Ap{peal  of  FEA’s  assign¬ 
ment  (vder  of  Blay  21, 
1976. 


Do. 


Apiieal  of  FEA  eutitle- 
ment  notlee  tesned 
May24,  193W 

Exoepticn  to  change  sa(>- 
(liim.  Stay  request. 


Pi  tee  exception 
m.72). 


Appooi  of  FEA’S  tnlbnna- 
twn  requeot  deninL 


Exce{Ption  to  Increase  its 
baM  (period  use. 

Extension  of  exception  re¬ 
lief.  Mid-Michigan  Truck 
ServieeJlDc.,  3  FEA  (par. 
83,100  (Feb.  15,  1976). 

Exce{pUon  to  increase  its 
base  (Period  usa. 
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UaU 


1)0. 


Do. 


Do. 


Name  and  location  of  applicant 


111*  Oil,  Inc.,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  (If  Kranted:  BP  Oil, 
Inc.,  would  be  treated  aa  a  separate  firm  from  its 
parent,  the  Standard  Oil  Co.  (Sohio),  for  the  purpose 
of  pricins  unleaded  gasoline  under  sec.  212.122.) 

Sabre  Refining,  Inc.,  Bakersfield.  Calif.  (If  granted: 
Sabre  Refining,  Inc.,  would  receive  an  exception  from 
the  old  oil  entitlements  program.) 

Spohn  Oil  Co.,  Kearney,  Nel)r.  (If  granted:  Spohn  Oil 
Co.  would  receive  an  increase'  in  its  liase  jieriod  tise  of 
aviation  fuels.) 

Texas  International  Airlines,  Houslon,  Tex.  (If  granted: 
Exxon  Co.,  U.S.A.,  would  be  assigned  as  the  supplier 
of  aviation  fuel  to  Texas  International  Airlines,  Inc., 
in  lieu  of  its  base  period  supjilier,  Texaco.  Inc.) 


[FR  Doc.76-19447  Piled  7-1-76:10:13  am) 


Ca.se  No. 

Type  of  submission 

FEE  2()'tl 

Price  exception  (sec. 
212.112). 

FEE  26.S'.i 

Exception  to  the  old  oil 
entitlements  program. 

FEE  2688 

Exception  to  Increase  its 
base  period  use. 

FEE  2tVi0 

Exception  to  change  suiv 
pliers  (sec.  211.8). 

:13  am) 

ENERGY  SUPPLY  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL 
COORDINATION  ACT 

Intention  To  Issue  Construction  Orders  to 
Certain  Powerplants  in  the  Early  Plan¬ 
ning  Process 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
(FEA)  hereby  gives  notice  of  its  inten¬ 


tion  to  issue  construction  orders  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  2  of  the  Energy  Supply 
and  Environmental  Coordination  Act  of 
1974,  as  amended  (ESECA),  and  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  10  CFR  Parts  303  and  307, 
to  the  following  powerplants  in  the  early 
planning  process: 


FEA  hereby  also  gives  notice  of  the 
opporutnity  for  written  presentation  of 
data,  views  and  arguments  regarding 
these  proposed  construction  orders. 

The  proposed  orders  would  require 
each  of  the  above  listed  powerplants  In 
the  early  planning  process  to  be  designed 
and  constructed  to  be  capable  of  using 
coal  as  its  primary  energy  Source. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  a  construction  or¬ 
der  to  a  powerplant  in  the  early  plan¬ 
ning  process,  section  2(c)  of  ESECA  and 
FEA’s  regulations  (§§  303.46(b)  and 
307.3(b)  and  (O)  require  that  PEA  find 
that  the  powerplant  is  in  the  early  plan¬ 
ning  process.  They  also  prohibit  FEA 
from  issuing  a  construction  order  if  FEA 
finds  that  (1)  such  order  is  likely  to 
result  in  an  impairment  of  reliability  or 
adequacy  of  service,  or  (2)  an  adequate 
and  reliable  supply  of  coal  is  not  reason¬ 
ably  expected  to  be  available.  FEA’s  ini¬ 
tial  conclusions  and  rationales  with  re¬ 
spect  to  these  findings  for  each  of  the 
powerplants  are  set  out  in  Section  1  of 
Appendix  A  to  this  notice.  These  find¬ 
ings,  conclusions  and  rationales  may  be 
amended  as  a  result  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived  by  FEA  pursuant  to  this  notice 
and  other  information  available'  to  FEA. 
The  findings,  conclusions  and  rationales 
will  be  included,  with  any  amendments, 
in  a  construction  order  when  it  is  issued. 

In  addition,  ESECA  and  FEA’s  regula¬ 
tions  (85  303.46(b),  307.3(d))  require 
that  FEA  consider  certain  other  factors 
prior  to  issuance  of  a  construction  or¬ 
der.  FEA’s  initial  conclusions,  and  a  brief 
statement  of  the  rationale  for  such  con¬ 
clusions,  with  respect  to  such  considera¬ 
tions  also  are  set  out  in  Section  2  of 
Appendix  A  to  this  notice.  The  conclu¬ 
sions  and  rationales  may  be  amended  as 
a  result  of  comments  received  by  FEA 
pursuant  to  this  notice  and  other  infor¬ 
mation  available  to  FEA.  The  conclu¬ 
sions  and  rationales  will  be  included, 
with  any  amendments,  in  the  construc¬ 
tion  order  when  it  is  issued. 

Upon  completion  of  the  proceedings 
described  in  this  notice.  PEA  may  deter¬ 
mine  to  issue  construction  orders  to  some 
or  all  of  the  above-listed  powerplants  in 
the  early  planning  process.  These  con¬ 
struction  orders  will  not  become  effec¬ 
tive,  however,  until  FEA  has  considered 
the  environmental  impact  of  any  such 
order,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  208.3(a)(4) 
and  307.7,  and  has  served  the  affected 
powerplant  in  the  early  planning  proc¬ 
ess  with  a  Notice  of  Effectiveness,  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  58  303.10(b),  303.47(b)  and 
307.5  of  FEA’s  regulations.  Section  307.7 
(c)  requires  that  prior  to  the  issuance  of 
a  Notice  of  Effectiveness  to  a  powerplant. 
FEA  shall  perform  an  analysis  of  the 
environmental  impact  of  the  issuance  of 
such  Notice  of  Effectiveness.  That  analy¬ 
sis  shall  result  either  (1)  in  a  declaration 
that  a  specific  construction  order  or 
group  of  construction  orders,  will  not,  if 
made  effective  by  a  Notice  of  Effective¬ 
ness,  be  likely  to  have  a  sigmifleant  im- 


Doi'ki'l  No. 


OCl'  07.i  .N 
OC  T  07tt  N 

OCIT  077  N 
con  078  N 
OCU  07!t  N 
OCU  OHO  N 
OCU  OHl-N 
0('U  0H2  N 
OCU  083  N 

OCU  081  N 
OCU  08.S  N 
OCU-OHfr  N 
OCI'  087  N 
OCU  088  N 
OCU  08!*  N 
OCU  «<)  N 
OCU  OH  N 


OCU  OU  .\ 
OCU  OiM  N 
OCU-0!>4  N 
OCl'  Olt.'.  .\’ 

OCU  (Kfi  N 
OCU  0ii7-N 
OCU  0!i8  N 
OCU-O!*!!  N 

OCU-100  N 
OCU  101 

OCU  lOJ  N 
ocu-io;t  .N 
OCU-KM-N 

ocu-ia‘>  N 

OCU- 106  N 
OCU-107-N 
OCU -108  -N 
OCU-10!»-N 

OCU  no  \ 

OCU  111  N 
OCU  112  .N 

OCU  113  N 
OCU-114  N 
OCU-115-N 
OCU-116  N 

OCU-117-N 
OCU- 118  .V 


OCU- 1111  N 


0(1  U-120-N 
OCU-121-N 
OCU-122-N 


Appalarliian  Power  Co . 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co.. 

Basin  Electric  Power  Coop. 

. do . 

. do . .• _ 

. do . 

. do . 

Bin  Rivers  Electric  Corp... 
Central  Illinois  Light  Co... 


(ienerutiiig  stalioii 


Project  I:t01  . 

Inlerniediul)'  IliK'l 
unit. 

Beulah  pluni  . 

. do . 

lauuinie  River _ 

. do . 

. do . . . 

Robert  Reid 
Duck  Creek  . 


Unit 

No. 


1 

i 

:< 

R  2 


.do. 


Central  Louisiana  Electric  ('o.,  Inc . 

Cincinnati  (las  A  Electric  Co . 

Columbus  &  Southern  Ohio  Electric  Co... 

. do . . . 

Cun.sunier$  I’oww  Co . -. . 

. do . 

Brazos  Electric  Power  Corwrative.  Inc., 
and  South  Texas  Electric  Coo|)erativc, 
Inc. 

(ieorgia  Power  Co . .  . 

. do . 

. do . 

Iloosier  Energy  Division,  Indiana  .state¬ 
wide  REC,  Inc. 

_ do . 

Idaho  Power  Co . 

. do . 

(lity  of  Independence  (Mo.),  Power  A 
Light  Department. 

Indiaiiai>oIis  Power*  Light  Co . 

InU'rmountain  power  project .  . 


do. 


Rodemuchei'  . 

East  Bond . 

K.  M.  Poston . 

. do . 

Unu.s.signed  unit,  lli84 
Unassigned  unil,  Ili8.'i 
San  Miguel  . . 


.8<-hcier. 

_ do 

do 

.Moroni 


. do . 

Pionw . 

. do . 

Blue  Valley. 


.do. 

.do. 

.do. 


Kentucky  Utilities  Co. 

Lower  (lolorado  River  Authority. 
Northern  States  Power  Co. 

. do . . 

Pacific  Power  A  Light  Co . 

Pennsylvania  Electric  Co.  and  Jersey 
Central  Power  A  Light  Co. 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Co . 

San  Antonio  City  Public  Service  Board.  1. 


Now  plant  . 

Intermounlain  iKiwer 
project. 

_ do .  . 

. do . 

. do . 

Ohent . 

iMiwer  project. 
11181  foasil-luolod  unit.. 
11183  fossil-luolod  unit .. 

Roosevelt . 

Seward . 


New  Haven,  W.  Va. 
Unknown. 

Beulah,  N.  Dak. 

Do. 

Wheatland,  Wyo. 

Do. 

Do. 

Near  Sebree,  Ky. 
Banner  Townshiii, 

III. 

Do. 

Near  Boyce,  La. 

Near  Rabbit  IIa.sli,  Ky. 
At  liens,  Ohio. 

Do. 

Unknown. 

Do. 

•South  of  Christine, 
Tex. 


2  Juliette,  Oa. 

::  Do. 

t  Do. 

1  Near  Meroin,  Ind. 

2  Do. 

1  Orchard,  Idalio. 

2  Do. 

4  Independence,  Mo. 

1  Unknown. 

1  Near  Caineville,  Utah. 


2  Do. 

3  Do. 

4  Do.  • 

3  Cihont,  Ky. 

2  La  Orange,  Tex. 

. .  Becker,  Minn. 

Do. 

I  West  Roosevelt,  Wash. 
7  Seward,  Pa. 


Dickerson . 

Not  determined. 


South  Carolina  PuWic  Service  Authority.  Winyah 

Southwe.stern  Public  Service  Co . South  Plains.. 

. do . do . 

Tampa  Electric  Co .  Beiwon  Key... 

. do _ _ _ _ Big  Rend  _ 

Texa.s  Power  A  Light  Co.,  Texas  Electric'  Forest  Drove 
Service  Co.,  and  Dallas  Power  A  Light 
Co.  (Texas  Utilities  Generating  Co., 
agent/oiierator). 

Texas  Power  A  Light  Co.  and  Aluminum  Sandow 
('o.  of  America  (Texas  Utilities  Gen¬ 
erating  Co.,  agent/operator)>.. 

. do..i . . . Twin  Oak  .  . 

. do . do . 

Wisconsin  Power  A  Light  Co .  Edgewatcr... 


Dickerson,  Md. 

South  or  south  central, 
Texas  (indefinite). 
Georgetown,  8.C. 
Lubl^k  County,  Tex. 
Do. 

Hillsborough  County, 
Fla. 

Raskin,  Fla. 

Near  Athens,  Tex. 


4  Near  Rockdale,  Tex. 


1  Near  Franklin,  Tex. 

2  Do. 

5  Sheboygan,  Wis. 
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pact  on  the  quality  of  the  human  en- 
Yironmoit:  or,  (2)  in  the  preparation  by 
FEA  of  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  covering  significant  site-specific 
impacts  that  are  likely  to  result  from  a 
specific  construction  order  or  group  of 
construction  orders  and  that  have  not 
been  adequately  discussed  in  the  pro¬ 
grammatic  Environmentsd  Impact  State¬ 
ment  (FES  75-1,  dated  ^ril  25.  1975) 
for  the  FEA  program  to  implement  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  ESECA,  or  in  other  official 
docum^ts  made  publicly  available  dur¬ 
ing  the  FEA  proceedings  in  connection 
ulth  issuance  of  a  construction  order, 
or  otherwise  made  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  If  FEA  prepares  an  environmental 
impact  statement  covering  significant 
site-i3>ecific  impacts  from  a  construction 
order  or  group  of  such  orders,  the  state¬ 
ment  shall  be  prepared  and  published  for 
comment  in  accordance  with  section  102 
(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  and  prior  to  issuance 
of  a  Notice  of  Effectiveness.  Interested 
persons  may  request  a  public  hearing 
pursuant  to  §  303.173  of  the  FEA  regula¬ 
tions  to  comment  on  the  contents  of  a 
draft  environmental  impact  statement 
published  pursuant  to  §  307.7(c)  of  the 
FEA  regulations. 

Public  comment  on  the  lu'oposals  to 
issue  construction  orders  to  the  above- 
listed  powerplants  in  the  early  planning 
process  is  invited  in  the  form  of  written 
presentation  of  data,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments.  Comments  should  relate  to  indi¬ 
vidual  docket  niimbers  and  should  make 
clear  to  which  docket  number  the  indi¬ 
vidual  comment  is  addressed. 

Comments  are  solicited  addressing  (1) 
the  adequacy  and  validity  of  each  of  the 
proposed  findings,  and  the  conclusions 
and  the  rationales  in  support  of  these 
findings,  as  well  as  the  conclusions,  and 
rationales  in  support  of  the  conclusions, 
with  respect  to  the  other  factors  FEA 
miist  consider;  (2)  the  Identification  of 
any  site-specific  environmental  impacts 
resulting  from  the  proposed  construction 
orders  that  were  not  identified  or  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  programmatic  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Statement  for  the  FEA 
program  to  implement  section  2  of 
ESECA;  and,  (3)  any  other  asiiects  or 
imp>acts  at  the  proposed  constructicm 
order  believed  to  be  relevant.  It  should 
be  recognized  that  any  such  powerplant 
in  the  early  platming  process  would  have 
to  comply  with  applicable  new  source 
performance  standards  prescribed  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  under 
the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  consisting  of  data, 
views,  or  su'guments  with  respect  to  a 
proposed  ccmstruetion  order  or  group 'of 
orders  to  Executive  Commimications, 
FWeral  Energy  Administration,  Box  HU, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

Comments  and  other  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  to  FEA  Executive  Communica¬ 
tions  should  be  identified  on  the  outside 
of  the  envelope  in  which  they  are  trans¬ 
mitted  with  the  designation  “Proposed 

Construction  Order  for  the _ 

Powerplant.*'  Fifteen  copies  should  be 
submitted. 


All  written  comments  received  by  4:30 
pm.,  e.d.t.,  August  5,  1976  and  all  other 
relevant  information  stdmitted  to  or 
otherwise  available  to  FEA  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  FEA  prior  to  Issuance  of  any 
construction  order. 

Any  Information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  fiimishlng  it  to  be  confiden¬ 
tial  must  be  so  Identified  and  submitted 
in  writing,  one  copy  only.  The  FEA  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  determine  the  con¬ 
fidential  status  of  the  information  or  data 
and  to  treat  it  according  to  its  deter¬ 
mination. 

Copies  of  the  FEA  regulations  imple¬ 
menting  section  2  of  ESECA  (10  CFR 
Parts  303  and  307)  are  available  from  the 
FEA  Regional  Offices: 

Fedebal  Energy  Administration,  Regional 
OrpiCES 


Region  Address  and  Phone 

I _  Robert  Mitchell,  Regional  Admin¬ 

istrator.  ISO  Causeway  St.,  Room 
700,  Boston,  Mass.  02114;  (617) 
223-3701. 

n _  Alfred  Kleinfeld,  Regional  Admin¬ 

istrator,  26  Federal  Plaza,  Room 
3206,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007; 
(212)  264-1021. 

III  _  J.  A.  LaSala,  Regicmal  Administra¬ 

tor,  1421  Cherry  St.,  Room  1001, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19102;  (215) 
597-3890. 

IV  _  Fredrlc  Johnson,  Regional  Admin¬ 

istrator,  1655  Peachtree  St..  N.E., 
8th  Floor,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30309; 
(404)526-2837. 

V  _  N.  Allen  Andersen,  Regional  Admin¬ 

istrator,  Federal  CMIlce  Building, 
175  West  Jackson  Blvd.,  Boom 
A-333,  Chicago,  HI.  60604;  (312) 
353-8420. 


Address  and  Phone 
Delbert  Fowler,  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator.  P.O.  Box  35228,  2626 
West  Mockingbird  Lane,  Dallas, 
Texas  76235;  (214)749-7345. 
WUliam  R.  Smith,  Jr.,  Acting  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator,  Twelve 
Orand  Building,  P.O.  Box  2208. 
112  Bast  12th  St.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64142;  (816)  374-2061. 
Dudley  Faver,  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator,  P.O.  Box  26247,  Belmar 
Branch,  1075  South  Yukon  St., 
Lakewood,  Colo.  80226;  (303) 

234-2420. 

William  Arntz,  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator,  111  Pine  Street,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  94111; '(415) 
556-7216. 

Jack  Robertson,  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator,  1992  Federal  Building, 
915  Second  Avenue,  Seattle, 
Washington  98174;  (206)442- 

7280. 

Any  questions  regarding  this  notice 
should  be  directed  to  the  FEA  National 
Office  as  follows:  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Code  OCU  (Construction 
Order  #2),  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

(Energy  Supply  and  Environmental  Coordi¬ 
nation  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-819),  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-163;  Federal  Energy 
Administration  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-276) ; 
E.O.  11790  (39  FR  23185).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June  30. 
1976. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 


Region 
VI . 


vn. 


viu._.. 


IX _ 


z 


Appendix  A 

PROPOSED  FINDINGS  AND  CONCLUSIONS 

ESECA  and  the  FEA  regulations  require  FEA  to  make  certain  findings  and  consider  certain 
factors  before  issuing  a  construction  order.  FEA's  initial  findings,  as  well  as  its  initial  con¬ 
clusions  adth  respect  to  the  factors  FEA  is  required  to  consider,  are  set  out  below  with 
respect  to  each  of  the  powerplants  in  the  early  planning  process  listed  below.  Supporting 
rationales  and  conclusions  are  also  set  fmrth. 


Docket  No. 


Owner 

Generating  station 

Project  1301 . 

Intermediate  1963 

unit. 

Laramie  River...... 

.—.do . — . 

. do . 

_ do . . 

,  Robert  Reid _ 

C^tral  Illinois  Light  Co - - - - 

.  Duck  Creek . . 

Central  Louisiana  Electric  Co.,  Inc _ 

Cincinnati  lias  &  Electric  Co - - - 

Rodemacher.. . . 

East  Bend.. . . 

Columbus  &  Soutbera  Ohio  Electric  Co... 

E.  M.  Poston _ 

. do . . . 

Consumers  Power  Co._ _ _ _ _ 

Brazos  Electric  Power  Cooporative,  Inc., 
and  Soutli  Texas  Electric  Cooperative, 
Ine. 

Georgia  Power  Co.. - - 

Unassigned  unit,  1964 _ 

Unassigned  unit,  1966.. 

Scherer.. _ _ _ 

Hoosier  Energy  Division,  Indiana  State¬ 
wide  REC,  Inc. 

Idaho  Power  Co _ 

Pioneer _ _ 

Unit 

No. 


I^ocation 


OCU-075-N 

OCU-076-N 

OCU-077-N 

OCU-078-N 

OCU-07V-N 

OCU-089-N 

OCU-081-N 

OCU-e82-N 

OCU-083-N 

OCC-084-N 

OCU-086-N 

OCU-<»6-N 

OCU-087-N 

OCU-088-N 

OCU-0»-N 

OCU-090-N 

OCU-091-N 


OCU-692-N 

OCU-a»-N 

OCU-094-N 

OCU-OB5-N 

OCU-096-N 

OCU-W7-N' 

OCU-096-N 

OCU-099-N 


New  Haven,  W.  Va. 
Unknown. 


City  of  Independmoe  (Mo.),  Power  A  Blue  Valley.. 
Light  Department. 


1  Beulah,  N.  Dak. 

2  Do. 

1  Wheatland,  Wyo. 

2  Do. 

3  Do. 

R-2  Near  Sebree,  Ky. 

2  Banner  Township,  111. 

3  Do. 

8  Near  Boyce,  La. 

3  Near  Rabbit  Hash, 
Ky. 

5  Athens,  Ohio, 
e  Do. 

_ _  Unknown. 

.  Do. 

1  South  of  Christine, 

Tex. 

2  Juliette,  Qa 

3  Do. 

4  Do. 

1  Near  Merom,  Ind. 

2  Do. 

1  Orchard,  Idaho. 

2  Do. 

4  IndHMndeooe,  Mo. 
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Docket  No. 


Owner 


Generating  station  Unit  Location 

No. 


OCU-IOO-N 

OCU'lOl-N 

OCU-ia2-N 
OCU-103  N 
OCU-104-N 
()CU-105-N 
OCU-106-N 


OCTM07-N 
OCU-l(»  N 
OCU-IO!)  N 
OCl'  no  N 

ocu-ni-N 

OCC-ll'.’  N 

or  II  113  N 

OCU  114^. 

oru  u-i-N 
or  u-m  N 

OrtT  117  N 
Ot  C-llH  N 


Oft  11"  N 


OCU-IJO-N 
or  L-121-N 
OC  U-lZl-N 


Indianapolis  Power  &  Light  Co. 
lutennountain  power  project _ 


.do. 

.do. 

-do. 


Kentucky  Utilities  Co . 

Ix)wer  Colorado  River  Authority. 


Nortliern  States  Power  Co . . 

. do . 

Pacific  Power  A  Light  Co . 

I’ennsylvania  Eiectric  Co.  and  Jersey 
Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Co . 

San  Antonio  City  Public  Service  Hoard... 


New  plant . . 

Intemiountain  power 
project. 

. do . 

. do . 

. do . 

Dhent . . . 

Fayette  power  proj¬ 
ect. 

l‘)81  fossil-fueled  unit.. 
1083  fossil-fueled  unit.. 

Roosevelt _ 

Seward . 


Dickerson . 

Not  deterniitied. 


South  Carolina  Public  S«>rviee  Authority..  Winyah . 

Southwestern  l‘ublic  Sr^rvice  Co.. . South  i‘lain.s  . 


1 

1 


3 

4 

3 

2 


1 

4 

3 

1 


_ do . . do . 2 

Tiunpa  Electric  Co . Heacou  Key . .  1 

. do _ _ _ _  Rig  Bend  . 4 

Texas  Power  A  Liglit  Co.,  Texas  Electric  Forc.sl  tirove .  1 

Service  Co.,  and  Dallas  Power  A  Light 
Co.  (Texas  Utilities  Generating  Co., 
agcnl/operatorl. 

Texas  Power  A  Light  Co.  and  Aluinituun  Saixlow  .  4 

Co.  of  America  (Texas  Utilities  Gen¬ 
erating  Co.,  agent /operator). 

. do .  Twin  Oak .  1 

. do . do . .  2 

Wisconsin  Power  A  Light  Co . Edgewater .  o 


Unknown. 

Near  Caincville, 

Utah. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Ghent,  Ky. 

La  Grange,  Tex. 

Becker,  Minn. 

Do. 

West  Roosevelt,  Wash. 
Seward,  Pa. 

Dickerson,  Md. 

South  or  south  central, 
Texas  (indefinite). 
Georgetown,  8.C. 
Lubbock  County, 

Tex. 

Do. 

Hillsborough  County, 
Fla. 

Ruskin,  Fla. 

Near  Atliens,  Tex. 


Near  Rockdale,  Tex. 


Near  Franklin,  Tex. 
Do. 

Sheboygan,  Wis. 


(1)  Proposed  Findings,  (a)  The  powerplant 
is  in  the  early  planning  process.  Based  on 
an  analysis  of  the  Information  submitted 
to  or  otherwise  available  to  FEA,  Including 
the  Information  provided  to  FEA  by  the 
powerplant  on  FEA  Form  C-603-S-O  (Iden¬ 
tification  Report),  and  information  provided 
by  the  powerplant  in  response  to  subsequent 
Inquiry  to  assure  the  continued  applicabil¬ 
ity  and  ciurency  of  such  information,  FEA 
proposes  to  find  that  the  powerplant  is  in 
the  early  planning  process.  This  proposed 
finding  is  based  on  the  facts,  assumptions 
and  reasoning  stated  below; 

(I)  The  date  by  which  the  powerplant 
plans  to  commence  the  sale  and  exchange  of 
electric  power  is  not  more  than  10  years 
from  June  30,  1976,  and  the  driving  of  the 
foundation  piling,  or  the  equivalent  founda¬ 
tion  structural  event,  in  accordance  with  the 
approved  final  drawing  for  the  main  boiler 
of  the  powerplant,  has  not  commenced. 

(II)  The  powerplant  has  identified  itself 
as  a  powerplant  in  the  early  planning  process 
by  filing  vrtth  FEA  an  FEA  Form  C-603-S-O 
in  accordance  with  10  C.F.R.  307.6(b)  and 
with  the  notice  of  the  requirement  to  file 
such  report  that  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  May  22,  1076  (40  FR  22309) . 

(b)  FEA  cannot  find  that  the  design  and 
construction  of  the  powerplant  with  the 
capability  of  using  coal  as  its  primary  energy 
source  is  likely  to  result  in  an  impairment 
of  the  reliability  or  adequacy  of  service. 
Based  on  an  analysis  of  the  Infoimatlon 
submitted  to  or  otherwise  avaUable  to  FEA. 
FEA  proposes  that  it  cannot  find  that  the 
requirement  that  the  powerplant  be  designed 
and  constructed  to  be  capable  of  using  coal 
as  its  primary  energy  source  is  likely  to 
result  in  an  impairment  of  the  reliability 
or  adequacy  of  service.  This  proposed  con¬ 
clusion  is  based  on  the  facts,  assumptions 
and  reasoning  stated  below: 

(1)  There  will  not  be  a  delay  in  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  sale  or  exchange  of  electric 
power  by  reason  of  the  PEA  requirement  that 
the  powerplant  be  designed  and  constructed 
to  be  capable  of  using  coal  as  its  primary  en¬ 
ergy  sotutse,  because  such  capability  is  al¬ 
ready  planned.  Specifically,  the  powerplant 
stated  on  FEA  Form  0-603-3-0  that  it  is 
being  designed  and  constructed  either  (1) 
to  burn  only  coal,  or  (2)  if  it  is  being  de¬ 
signed  and  constructed  with  multiple  fuel 
design,  coal  Is  its  anticipated  primary  fuel. 


(11)  The  fact  that  there  will  not  be  a  de¬ 
lay  in  the  commencement  of  the  sale  or  ex¬ 
change  of  electric  power  by  the  powerplant 
by  reason  of  the  FEA  requirement  means 
that  the  dispatching  system  of  which  the 
powerplant  will  be  a  part  cannot  be  adverse¬ 
ly  affected,  nor  can  the  Gross  Reserve  Margin 
for  such  system  be  reduced  by  reason  of  this 
requirement.  (“Dispatching  system”  means 
the  group  of  powerplants  for  which  there  is 
centralized  control  of  power  generation 
scheduling  and  transmlaslon  planning.) 

(ill)  Because  the  powerplant  is  being  de¬ 
signed  and  constructed  to  burn  coal  as  its 
primary  energy  source,  PEA  assumes  that 
there  will  be  no  derating  of  the  powerplant 
when  using  coal  as  its  primary  energy  source 
that  would  impair  reliability  or  adequacy  of 
service. 

(c)  FEA  cannot  find  that  an  adequate  and 
reliable  supply  of  coal  is  not  reasonably  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  available.  Based  on  analysis  of 
the  information  submitted  to  or  otherwise 
available  to  FEA,  FEA  proposes  that  it  can¬ 
not  find  that  an  adequate  and  reliable  supply 
of  coal  is  not  reasonably  expected  to  be  avail¬ 
able.  This  proposed  conclusion  is  based  on 
the  facts,  interpretation',  and  reasoning 
stated  below: 

(1)  It  is  40  or  more  months  before  the 
powerplant  can  realistically  plan  to  com¬ 
mence  the  sale  or  exchange  of  electric  power. 
Since  the  length  of  time  prior  to  the  planned 
commencement  of  the  sale  or  exchange  of 
electric  power  is  40  or  more  months,  there 
is  a  sufiaclent  period  of  time  for  the  power- 
plant  to  obtain  an  adequate  and  reliable 
supply  of  coal. 

(11)  Because  the  powerplant  stated  on  FEA 
Form  C-603-S-O  that  it  is  being  designed 
and  constructed  either  (1)  to  burn  only 
coal,  or  (2)  if  it  is  being  designed  and  con¬ 
structed  with  multiple  fuel  design,  coal  is 
its  anticipated  primary  fuel,  FEA  assumes 
that  the  powerplant  has  determined  that  an 
adequate  and  reliable  supply  of  coal  will  be 
available  at  the  time  the  powerplant  com¬ 
mences  the  sale  or  exchange  of  electric 
power. 

(2)  Proposed  Conclusions  Concerning  Fac¬ 
tors  FEA  Is  Required  to  Consider. 

(a)  The  existence  and  effects  of  any  con¬ 
tractual  commitment  for  the  construction 
of  the  powerplant.  The  powerplant  has  not 
informed  FEA,  nor  is  FEA  aware,  of  any  con¬ 
tractual  commitments  for  the  construction 
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of  the  powerplant  that  would  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  FEA  requirement  that  the 
powerplant  be  designed  and  constructed  to 
be  capable  of  using  coal  as  its  primary 
energy  source.  Further,  because  the  power- 
plant  has  Indicated  on  FEA  Form  C-603-S-O 
that  It  will  be  designed  and  constructed  to 
be  capable  of  using  coal  as  its  primary 
energy  source,  FEA  assumes  that  the  FEA 
requlreemnt  will  have  no  independent  effect 
on  any  contractual  commitments  for  design 
or  construction  of  the  powerplant.  FEA 
therefore  proposes  to  conclude  that  the  FEA 
requirement  that  the  powerplant  be  de¬ 
signed  and  constructed  to  be  capable  of 
using  coal  as  its  primary  fuel  will  not  affect 
any  contractual  commitment  for  the  design 
or  construction  of  the  powerplant,  and  that 
as  a  result  there  are  no  such  effects  which 
TEA.  is  required  to  consider. 

(b)  The  capability  of  the  powerplant  to 
recover  any  increase  in  projected  capital  in¬ 
vestment  required  as  a  result  of  a  construc¬ 
tion  order.  In  the  response  to  FEA  Form 
C-603-S-O,  the  powerplant  indicated  that  it 
would  be  desired  and  construced  to  be 
capable  of  using  coal  as  its  primary  fuel. 
PEA  proposes  to  conclude,  therefore,  that  the 
FEA  requirement  that  the  powerplant  be 
designed  and  constructed  to  be  capable  of 
burning  coal  as  its  primary  energy  source 
will  not  require  any  increase  in  projected 
capital  investment.  FEA  further  proposes  to 
conclude  that  since  no  increase  In  projected 
capital  Investment  is  required.  FEA  is  not 
required  to  consider  the  capability  of  the 
powerplant  to  recover  any  increase. 

(c)  The  potential  loss  of  revenue  resulting 
from  a  delay  in  commencement  of  the  sale 
or  exchange  of  electric  power,  if  any,  as  a 
result  of  a  construction  order.  In  response  to 
FEA  Form  C-603-S-O,  the  powerplant  Indi¬ 
cated  that  it  would  be  designed  and  con¬ 
structed  to  be  capable  of  using  coal  as  its 
primary  fuel.  FEA  proposes  to  conclude, 
therefore,  that  the  FEA  requirement  that 
the  powerplant  be  designed  and  constructed 
to  be  capable  of  using  coal  as  its  primary 
energy  source  will  not  result  in  the  delay  in 
the  commencement  of  the  sale  or  exchange 
of  electric  power  by  such  powerplant.  FEA 
further  proposes  to  conclude  that  because 
no  delay  will  result,  it  is  not  necessary  or 
appropriate  for  FEA  to  consider  the  poten¬ 
tial  for  a  significant  loss  of  revenue  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  delay  in  the  commencement  of  sale 
or  exchange  of  electric  power. 

(d)  The  relevant  regulations  or  policies 
of  any  State  or  local  agency  with  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  sale  or  exchange  of  electric 
power  by  the  powerplant.  No  relevant  regu¬ 
lations  or  policies  of  any  State  or  local 
agency  with  Jurisdiction  over  the  sale  or  ex¬ 
change  of  electric  power  by  the  powerplant 
have  been  brought  to  FEA’s  attention  that 
would  affect  the  powerplant  as  a  result  of 
the  FEA  requirement  that  the  powerplant 
be  designed  and  constructed  to  be  capable 

using  coal  as  Its  primary  energy  source, 
nor  is  FEA  aware  of  any  such  regulations  or 
policies.  FEA  proposes  to  conclude,  there¬ 
fore,  that  it  is  not  necessary  or  appropriate 
for  FEA  to  consider  the  effects  on  the  power- 
plant  of  such  regulations  or  policies. 

(FR  Doc.76-19448  Piled  7-1-76:8:45  ara| 


EXECUTIVE  SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  THE 
TRANSPORTATION  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  AdvistMT  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463,  86  Stat.  770) ,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  the  Executive  Subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Transportation  Advisory  Com- 


7,  1976 


27872 


NOTICES 


mittee  will  meet  Thursday,  July  22, 1976, 
at  10:00  a.m.,  Ro<xn  6524,  FEIA  Head¬ 
quarters,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Subcommittee  was  established  to 
make  recommoidatians  to  the  parent 
Committee  with  respect  to  general  trans¬ 
portation  aspects  of  interests  and  prob¬ 
lems  related  to  the  policy  and  imple¬ 
mentation  of  programs  to  meet  the  ctm- 
tinuing  energy  shortage. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  de¬ 
velop  an  agenda  for  the  next  meeting  of 
the  parent  Ccmunlttee. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  is  em¬ 
powered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
fashion  that  will,  in  his  judgment,  facili¬ 
tate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business.  Any 
member  of  the  public  who  wishes  to  file 
a  written  statement  with  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  will  be  permitted  to  do  so,  either 
before  or  after  the  meeting.  Members  of 
the  public  who  wish  to  make  oral  state- 
mmts  should  inform  Lois  Weeks,  Di¬ 
rector,  Advisory  Ccnnmittee  Manage¬ 
ment,  (202)  961-7022,  at  least  5  days 
prior  to  the  meeting  and  reasonable  pro¬ 
vision  will  be  made  for  their  appearance 
on  the  agenda. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Management  Office. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 


Issued  at  Washington.  D.C.,  on  July 
1976. 


Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel. 


1, 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK 
BOARD 

(No.  AC-141 

FIRST  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN  ASSOCIATION 
DEL  RIO,  TEXAS 

Approval  of  Conversion 

June  30,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June 
30,  1976,  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  as  the  operating  head  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration,  by  Resolution  No.  76-473,  ap¬ 
proved  the  application  of  First  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  Del  Rio,  Texas,  for 
permission  to  convert  to  the  stock  form 
of  organization.  Copies  of  the  application 
are  available  for  inspection  at  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary  of  said  Corporation,  320 
First  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20552 
and  the  Office  of  the  Supervisory  Agent 
of  said  Corporation  at  the  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  of  Little  Rock,  1400  Tower 
Building,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas  72201. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

J.  J.  Finn, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-19514  Piled  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

THAILAND/PACIFIC  FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE 

Agreamont  FHed 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-18854  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  Tues^y,  June  29, 
1976  on  page  26748,  the  beginning  of  the 
fifth  paragraph  should  be  corrected  to 
read:  “Agreement  9474-2  •  • 


FARRELL  LINES,  INC.,  ET  AL 
Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  Inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans.  Louisiana.  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  July  27,  1976. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrim¬ 
ination  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth 
with  particularity  the  acts  and  circum¬ 
stances  said  to  constitute  such  violation 
or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

In  the  matter  of :  Farrall  Lines  Incor¬ 
porated,  Hamburg-Suedamerikanische 
Dampfschifffahrts-Gesellschaft  Eggert 
it  Amsinck,  trading  as  Columbus  Line 
Associated  Container  Transportation 
(Australia)  Ltd.  Australia  Shipping 
Conunission,  trading  as  The  Australian 
National  Line  Refrigerated  Express  Line 
(A/ ASIA)  Pty.  Ltd. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Edward  Aptaker,  Esq.,  Morgan.  Lewis  & 

Bockius,  Counselors  at  Law,  1800  M  Street 

NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  No.  10248,  among  Farrell 
Lines  Incorporated,  Columbus  Line,  As¬ 
sociated  Container  Transportation  (Aus¬ 
tralia)  Ltd.,  The  Australian  National 
Line,  and  Refrigerated  Express  Line  (A/ 
Asia)  Pty.,  Ltd.,  common  carriers  by 
water,  covers  an  arrangement  for  the 


coordination  of  the  sailings  of  the  par¬ 
ties  in  the  trade  from  Australia  to  the 
East  and  Oulf  Coasts  of  the  United 
States. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  July  1, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-19560  Piled  7-6-76;8:46  am] 


FARRELL  LINES,  INC.,  ET  AL 
Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  Office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Martime  Commission,  Washington. 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  June  27,  1976. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by 
a  statement  describing  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If 
a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

In  the  matter  of:  Farrell  Lines  Incor¬ 
porated  Hamburg  -  Suedamerlkanische 
Dampf schifff ahrts-CIesellschaft  Eggert  & 
Amsinck,  trading  as  Columbus  Line  Asso¬ 
ciated  Container  Transportation  (Aus¬ 
tralia)  Ltd.  Australia  Shipping  Commis¬ 
sion,  trading  as  The  Australian  National 
Line  Refrigerated  Express  Line  (A/ 
Asia)  Pty.  Ltd. 

Notice  of  Agreement  filed  by: 

Edward  Aptaker,  Esq.,  Morgan,  Lewis  A 

Bockius,  1800  M  Street  NW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  No.  10247,  among  Farrell 
Lines  Incorporated,  Columbus  Line,  As¬ 
sociated  Container  Transportation  (Aus¬ 
tralia)  Ltd.,  The  Australian  National 
Line  and  Refrigerated  Express  Line 
(A’Asla)  Pty.  Ltd.  provides  that  a  $25 
premium  will  be  paid  to  a  party  for  each 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  131 — WEDNESDAY,  JULY  7,  1976 


NOTICES 


27873 


metric  ton  of  meat  lifted  at  Northwest 
Australian  ports  (Broome/Wyndham/ 
Dawin  range)  for  destination  to  ports 
on  the  East  and  Oulf  Coasts  of  the  United 
States  from  the  date  the  agreement  is 
approved  through  December  31, 1977.  The 
party  shall  be  paid  by  the  Australian 
Meat  Board  through  funds  collected 
from  the  parties  to  the  agreement  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
specified  therein. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  July  1, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc  76-19661  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


PACIFIC  COAST  EUROPEAN  FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  dipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  c(H>y  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  CcHnmission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  July  27,  1976. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination- or 
unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  Indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Piled  by: 

David  C.  Nolan,  Esquire,  Graham  A  Jsunes, 

One  Maritime  Plaza.  San  Ftanclsco,  CaU- 

fornla  94104. 

Agreement  No.  5200-30,  among  the 
member  lines  of  the  above-named  cim- 
ference,  provides  (1)  that  self-policing 
and  enforcement  pursuant  to  conference 
activity  in  the  trade  from  the  U.S.  West 
Coast  to  the  United  Kingdimi,  R^ubllc 
of  Ireland,  the  Scan/Baltic  area.  Contin¬ 


ental  ports  and  Interior  ports  served 
thereby  will  be  provided  by  the  Executive 
Director  of  the  Associated  North  Atlantic 
Freight  Conferences  and  (2)  that  s^- 
poUcing  for  the  Mediterranean  and  Afri¬ 
can  pm  tions  of  the  conference  scope  shall 
be  provided  by  an  Executive  Representa¬ 
tive  Panel,  consisting  of  representatives 
of  each  member  line  serving  the  trades, 
one  of  whom  is  to  be  chosen  chairman 
and  one  vice  chairman. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  June  30, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76  19559  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


INDEPENDENT  OCEAN  FREIGHT 
FORWARDER  LICENSES 

Applicants 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicants  have  filed  with  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  applications  for 
licenses  as  independent  ocean  freight  for¬ 
warders  pursuant  to  Section  44(a)  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  (Stat.  552  and  46 
UJ5.C.  841(b)). 

Persons  knowing  of  any  reasmi  why 
any  of  the  following  applicants  should 
not  receive  a  license  are  requested  to 
communicate  with  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  Certification  and  Licensing,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573. 

Qulckways  Forwarding  Services  (Khawaja  M. 
RazavL  d/b/a) ,  6029  Carlton  Way  #9,  Hol¬ 
lywood,  L.A.,  California  90026. 

Pacific  Northwest  Motor  Freight  Lines,  Inc., 
600  South  Edmunds  Street.  Seattle,  WA 
98108.  Officers:  L.  H.  Doolittle,  President/ 
Treasurer,  Helen  £.  DooUttle,  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent/Secretary. 

Romat  Shipping  Corp.,  1536  Dieman  Lane, 
E.  Madison.  LJ..  New  York  1154.  Officers: 
Daniel  Rosen.  President.  Jose  Mateus,  Vice 
President,  Adele  Roaen,  Secretary/Treas¬ 
urer,  Elizabeth  Mateus,  Vice  President. 

5  Star  Air  Freight  Corporation,  1414  Calcon 
Hook  Road,  Sharon  Hill,  PA  19079.  Officers: 
Salvatore  Sorace,  President,  Donald  A.  Pet- 
tlnelll.  Exec.  Vice  President. 

Donnell  Customs  Services.  Inc.,  53  West 
Jackson  Blvd.,  Chicago,  IL  60604.  Officers: 
Lawrence  J.  McCann,  Vice  Presldent/Treas- 
rirer,  Arthur  B.  Parker.  Vice  President/ 
Secretary,  Joseph  P.  Donnell.  President. 
Westwind  Overseas  Limited.  3  Sheridan 
Square,  Apt.  No.  5C,  New  York,  N.Y,  10014. 
Officer:  Peter  D.  Wolf,  President. 

Export  Service  Priorities,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
161223.  Memphis,  TN  38116.  Officers:  Jerry 
W.  Glllentlne,  President,  Arthur  N.  Barnes, 
Vice  President.  Carol  M.  Barnes,  Secretary/ 
Treasiurer,  Peggie  H.  Glllentlne,  Assistant 
Secretary. 

Ven>Alr  Service,  Inc..  P.O.  Box  520371,  Miami, 
PL  33152.  Officers:  Enrique  C.  Garcia,  Presi¬ 
dent.  Ernest  Romero,  Vice  President,  Nestor 
Morales,  Secretary,  Eileen  Romero,  Treas¬ 
urer. 

World  Cargo  Ltd.,  3985  Newport  Street,  Unit 
C,  Denver.  Colorado  80807.  Officers:  Rosalie 
H.  Kent.  Operations  Director,  Earl  A.  Hager, 
Managing  Director. 


A.  N.  Deringer,  Inc.,  64-66  No.  Main  St.,  St. 

Albans,  Vermont  05478.  Officers:  Helen  G. 

Derlnger,  President/Treasurer.  Kenneth  J. 

HolsBChelter,  Vice  President,  L.  W.  Kelley, 

Vice  President,  Maurice  R.  Greene,  Vice 

President. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

Dated:  June  30, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-19558  FUed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

IDocket  Nos.  RP73-107.  RP74-90  and 
RP75-91] 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Informal  Conference 

June  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  an  informal  confer¬ 
ence  for  the  purpose  of  resolving  the  is¬ 
sues  in  the  referenced  dockets  will  be 
convened  at  10:30  A.M.  (EDT)  on  July  6, 
1976  in  Room  5200  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  N.  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-19457  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  RP71-15  and  RP75-28 
(PGA76-4  and  DCA76-2)  ] 

EAST  TENNESSEE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Pipeline  Rates;  Order  Accepting  for  Filing 
and  Suspending  Propos^  Tariff  Sheet, 
Subiect  to  Condition 

June  28, 1976. 

On  May  14,  1976,  East  Tennessee 
Natural  Gas  Company  (East  Tennessee) 
tendered  proposed  changes*  in  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  i^th  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 
The  filing  tracks  rate  increases  tendered 
on  that  date  by  East  Tennessee’s  pipeline 
supplier,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  (Tennessee) .  The  proposed 
changes  will  be  accepted  for  filing,  sus¬ 
pended  for  one  day.  and  permitted  to  be¬ 
come  effective,  on  July  2,  1976,  subject 
to  refund  and  to  the  condition  that  East 
Tennessee  file  appropriate  revised  tariff 
sheets  tracking  any  adjustments  by  Ten¬ 
nessee  to  its  rate  increase  filing. 

East  Tennessee’s  filing  includes  a  pur¬ 
chased  gas  cost  (PGA)  adjustment  of 
2.88^  per  Mcf  and  a  reduction  in  the  de¬ 
mand  charge  adjusts,  jot  surcharge 
(DCA)  of  2.68^  per  Mcf  to  4.16^  per  Mcf 
to  recoup  $0.8  million  in  East  Tennes¬ 
see’s  deferred  account.  An  effective  date 
of  July  1, 1976  is  requested. 

Public  notice  of  this  filing  was  issued 
on  May  25, 1976,  with  all  comments,  pro¬ 
tests  and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or 
before  June  16,  1976.  No  responses  have 
been  received. 


*  sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4.  East  Ten¬ 
nessee  also  tendered  an  alternative,  lower. 
POA  adjustment,  Alternate  sixteenth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  4. 
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lliis  filing  tracks  proposed  changes  by 
Tennessee  including  an  allowance  for 
c\u*tailment  credits.  The  propriety  of 
East  Tennessee’s  method  for  tracking 
Tennessee’s  curtailment  adjustment  has 
not  been  established  and  is  an  issue  being 
litigated  in  Docket  Nos.  RP71-15  and 
RP7&-28.  For  that  reason,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  determined  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to  be 
Just  and  reasonable,  and  may  be  imjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory  or 
otherwise  unlawful.  The  tendered  tariff 
sheet  will  be  accepted  for  filing,  and  sus¬ 
pended  for  one  day  imtil  July  2,  1976, 
when  it  will  be  permitted  to  b^me  ef¬ 
fective,  subject  to  refimd  and  to  the  final 
outcome  of  these  proceedings. 

Ihis  filing  will  be  accepted  subject  to  a 
condition  that  East  Tennessee  file  ap¬ 
propriate  revisions  to  these  tariff  sheets 
to  track  any  revisions  filed  by  Tennessee 
eliminating  from  Tennessee’s  filing  of 
May  14,  1976,  any  producer  rate  in¬ 
creases  not  yet  in  effect  on  July  2,  1976. 

The  Commisison  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  East 
Tennessee’s  tender,  on  May  14,  1976,  of 
Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for  (me 
day  until  July  2,  1976,  when  it  shall  be¬ 
come  effective,  subject  to  refund. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  East 
Tennessee’s  tender  in  these  dockets  of 
Sixteenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  is  hereby 
accepted  for  filing,  suspended  for  one 
day,  or  imtil  July  2,  1976,  when  it  shall 
beccxne  effective,  subject  to  refund  and 
upon  <x>ndition  that  East  Tennessee  file  a 
revised  tariff  ^eet  tracking  any  revi¬ 
sions  by  Tennessee  to  Tennessee’s  PGA 
filing  of  May  14, 1976. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Recster. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-19460  Piled  7-6-76;8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  CP76-06,  et  al] 

EL  PASO  ALASKA  CO.,  ET  AL 
Proposed  Inspection  Trip 

June  29,  1976. 

'This  is  to  advise  that  on  or  about  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1976,  the  members  of  this  Com¬ 
mission  will  conduct  a  survey  of  the 
Alaskan  Natural  Gas  Transmission  fa¬ 
cilities  which  are  cont^plated  in  the 
above-styled  proceedings.  In  doing  so, 
the  Commission  members  will  utilize 
transportaticm  and  other  physical  facili- 
Ues  provided  by  the  Federal  government, 
in  addition  to  commercial  facilities  or 
transportation  arrang^ents.  All  ex¬ 
penses  will  be  borne  by  the  Ccmimission. 

Attention  is  directed  to  Section  1.4  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.4.  Consistent  with 
those  reauirements  all  public  and  private 
interests  are  prohibited  from  engaging 


in  communicaticms  of  an  ex  parte  nature 
with  the  Commission. 

The  Commisslim  members  will  under¬ 
take  this  trip  unac(xmipcuiied  by  any 
representative  of  any  party  to  the  above- 
styled  proceedings.  Officials  of  United 
Stotes  Federal  Departments  or  Agencies 
other  than  parties  wlU  assist  the  C(xn- 
mission  members  in  certain  physical  as- 
l>ects  of  the  tour. 

Kenneth  F.  PLims, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-19456  Piled  7-6-76;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP73-23  (PGA  76-4) ) 

LAWRENCEBURG  GAS  TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 

Filing  of  Tariff  Sheets 

June  29.  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  21.  1976, 
Lawrenceburg  Gas  Transmission  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Lawrenceburg)  tendered  for  fil¬ 
ing  two  (2)  revised  gas  tariff  sheets  to 
its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1,  identified  as  Fourth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  4  and  Fourth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  18. 

Lawrenceburg  states  that  these  re¬ 
vised  tariff  sheets  are  being  filed  to  re¬ 
flect  a  change  in  Its  cost  of  gas  purchased 
from  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Texas  Gas) ,  pursuant  to  Lawrence- 
burg’s  Purchase  Gas  Adjustment  Clause 
in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff.  First  Revised  V<d- 
ume  No.  1.  Lawrenceburg  requests  an 
effective  date  of  August  1.  1976,  and  a 
“Waiver  of  Notice  Requirements’’  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  so  that  the 
tariff  sheets  can  bec(»ne  effective  on  the 
requested  date.  The  pn^xosed  change  in 
rates  would  increase  revenues  from  Ju¬ 
risdictional  sales  and  service  by  $213,473 
based  on  the  12-month  period  ended 
May  31.  1976. 

Lawrenceburg  states  that  copies  of 
this  filing  have  been  mailed  to  its  two 
wholesale  customers  and  to  the  inter¬ 
ested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE..  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  In 
acccHdance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Ccxnmission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  16,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-19463  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  RP7&-100] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Pipeline  Rates;  Order  Granting  Petition  To 

Intervene  and  Amending  Prior  Order 

June  28, 1976. 

On  May  28.  1976,  the  Commission  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  tariff 
sheets  proposing  increased  rates  filed  by 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Company 
in  the  captioned  docket.  Public  notice  of 
the  filing  had  been  issued  on  May  13, 
1976,  with  ccmunents,  protests,  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before 
May  21,  1976.  Untimely  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  were  filed  by  Michigan  Consoli¬ 
dated  Gas  Company,  Coliunbla  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation,  Michigan 
Public  Service  Ccmimission,  and  Illinois 
Commerce  Commission.  ’The  Commission 
believes  that  the  Interest  of  those  peti¬ 
tioners  in  the  instant  proceeding  is  sufiB- 
cient  to  warrant  Intervention  herein.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  petitions  will  be  granted. 

In  Appendix  A  of  the  order  of  May  28, 
1976,  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Corpo¬ 
ration  was  Incorrectly  designated  as  hav¬ 
ing  filed  a  petition  to  intervene.  Refer¬ 
ence  to  that  c(Hnpany  was  incorrect  and 
should  be  corrected  to  Indicate  that  the 
Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corporation 
petitioned  to  intervene.  The  order  will  be 
so  amended. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  It  is  desir¬ 
able  and  in  the  public  interest  to  permit 
the  above  name  petitioner  to  Intervene. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioners  are  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission;  Provided,  however. 
That  participation  of  such  Intervenors 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  Interests  as  specifically 
set  forth  in  their  petitions  to  Intervene; 
and  Provided,  further,  that  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  Intervenors  shaU  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  they  might  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  or  orders  of  the  Commission 
entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  interventions  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  hereto¬ 
fore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  disposition  of  this  pr(x;eeding. 

(C)  The  Commission’s  order  of  May  28, 
1976,  is  hereby  amended  so  as  to  delete 
reference  to  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Corporation  from  Appendix  A  thereof 
and  to  substitute  therefor  the  Wisconsin 
Public  Service  Corporation. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-19451  Filed  7-6-76:8:46  am) 
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IDoclfet  Noe.  RP71-16  (PaA76-4)  and 
RP74-29  (DCA76-2)] 

MIDWESTERN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Filing  Pursuant  to  Tariff  Rate  Adjustment 
Provisions 

June  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  16. 1976,  Mid¬ 
western  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Mldwestemy  tendered  for  filing  Four¬ 
teenth  Revised  Sheet  No.  5  to  its  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1, 
to  be  effective  August  1,  1976.  Midwest¬ 
ern  states  that  the  sole  purpose  of  the 
revised  tariff  sheet  is  to  reflect  adjust¬ 
ments  to  its  rates  pursuant  to  rate  ad¬ 
justment  provisions  In  Article  XVII, 
XVIII,  and  XIX  of  the  General  Terms 
and  Conditions  of  its  tariff. 

Midwestern  states  that  as  to  th^  South¬ 
ern  System,  Fourteenth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  6  reflects  (1)  a  Current  Purchased 
Gas  Cost  Rate  Adjustment  pursuant  to 
Section  2  of  Article  XVII  which  is  based 
on  rate  changes  filed  by  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company,  a  Division  of  Ten- 
neco  Inc.  (Tennessee)  on  May  14,  1976, 
in  Docket  Nos.  RP73-114,  RP74-24,  and 
RP74-73.  and  (2)  a  revised  Surcharge 
for  Amortizing  the  Unrecovered  Pur¬ 
chased  Gas  Cost  Account  for  the  South¬ 
ern  System  pursuant  to  Section  3  of 
Article  XVII.  Midwestern  states  that  the 
calculation  of  the  Surcharge  is  based  on 
the  balance  in  the  account  as  of  April 
30,  1976,  three  months  prior  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  adjustment  as  specified  by 
Section  3.4  of  Article  XVn.  According 
to  Midwestern,  the  revised  tariff  sheet 
also  reflects  a  Current  Rate  Adjustment 
to  reflect  curtailment  demand  charge 
credite  applicable  to  the  Southern  System 
pursuant  to  Section  9  of  Article  XIX. 

Midwestern  states  that  as  to  the  North¬ 
ern  System,  Fourteenth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  5  reflects  a  revised  Surcharge  for 
Amortizing  the  Unrecovered  Purchased 
Gas  Cost  Account  for  the  Northern  Sys¬ 
tem  pursuant  to  Section  3  of  Article 

xvm. 

Midwestern  states  that  copies  of  the 
filing  have  been  mailed  to  all  of  its 
jurisdictional  customers  and  affected 
state  regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  9,  1976. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene; 
provided,  however,  that  any  person  who 
has  previously  filed  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  this  proceeding  is  not  required 
to  file  a  further  petition.  Copies  of  this 


filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.76-19462  Piled  7-6-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  RP72-149  (POA  76-11)] 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 

Proposed  Change  in  Rates 

June  29,  1976.* 

Take  notice  that  Mississippi  River 
Transmission  Corporation  (“Missis¬ 
sippi”)  on  June  23,  1976,  submitted  for 
filing  Forty-Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
to  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  First  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  to  become  eeffctive  Au¬ 
gust  1.  1976. 

'The  instant  filing  is  being  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  Mississippi’s 
purchased  gas  cost  adjustment  clause  to 
track  a  rate  change  fiUng  of  Trunkline 
Gas  Company  (“Trunkline”)  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  terms  of  the  PGA  provi¬ 
sions  of  its  tariff  and  the  Advance  Pay¬ 
ment  and  Transportation  tracking  pro¬ 
visions  of  its  Agreement  as  to  Rates  and 
Related  Matters  at  Docket  No.  RP74-89. 

Mississippi  submitted  schedules  con¬ 
taining  computations  supporting  the 
rate  changes  to  be  effective  August  1. 
1976.  Mississippi  states  that  copies  of  its 
filing  were  served  on  Mississippi’s  juris¬ 
dictional  customers  and  the  State  Com¬ 
missions  of  Arkansas,  Illinois  and 
Missouri. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  in  accordance  with 
Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  12,  1976.  Protests  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  p>arties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene  unless  such  petition  has  previ¬ 
ously  been  filed.  Copies  of  the  filing  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-19460  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  RP73-114.  RP74-24,  and  RP74- 
73  (POA  76-3,  DCA76-2.  and  R&D76-2)  ] 

TENNESSEE  GAS  PIPELINE  CO. 
Pipeline  Rates;  Order;  Tariff  Sheets 
June  28,  1976. 

On  May  14,  1976,  Tennessee  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  (Tennessee)  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  and  alternate 


proposed  changes  ^  to  its  FPC  Gas  ’Tariff, 
Ninth  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  to  refiect 
increases  in  purchased  gas  cbsts  and  in 
research  and  development  (R&D)  ex¬ 
penditures,  and  to  recoup  additional 
curtailment  demand  charge  credits 
through  its  commodity  surcharge.  As 
will  be  discussed  herein,  the  Commission 
shall  accept  the  proposed  changes  for 
filing,  suspend  their  effectiveness  for  one 
day,  and  permit  them  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  subject  to  refund  on  July  2,  1976. 
This  filing  will  be  accepted  subject  to 
the  condition  that  Tennessee  file  re¬ 
vised  tariff  sheets  eliminating  any  antici¬ 
pated  producer  rate  increases  which  will 
not  be  in  effect  on  July  2, 1976. 

Tennessee’s  altfc.nate  proposed 
changes,  which  refiect  the  elimination  of 
purchased  gas  costs  in  excess  of  the  rate 
level  established  by  Opinion  No.  742,  will 
be  accepted  for  filing  and  permitt^  to 
become  effective  without  suspension  on 
July  1,  1976,  provided  that  Tennessee  file 
appropriate  revisions  to  eliminate  the  ef¬ 
fects  of  any  anticipated  producer  rate 
increases  which  will  not  be  in  effect  on 
July  1,  1976. 

Tennessee’s  filing  of  May  14,  1976  in 
these  dockets  includes:  (a)  a  iklA  rate 
Increase  of  2.57^  per  Mcf  tracking  in- 
.  creased  gas  costs  of  4.18#  per  Mcf  less 
1.61#  per  Mcf  reducing  the  surctuu-ge  to 
2.64#  per  Mcf  to  recoup  $14  million  in 
the  Deferred  Purchased  Gas  Cost  Ac¬ 
count;  (b)  separate  rate  changes  for 
each  zone  to  recover  the  revised  balance 
of  $9.8  million  in  the  account  for  the  cur¬ 
tailment  credit  to  demand  charges;  and 
(c)  a  rate  Increase  of  0.05#  per  Mcf  to 
recover  an  additional  $0.6  million  of  R&D 
expenses  attributable  to  existing  proj¬ 
ects.  An  effective  date  of  July  1,  1976  is 
requested. 

Public  notice  of  the  filing  was  issued 
on  June  7,  1976  with  all  comments,  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or 
before  June  24,  1976. 

’The  Commission’s  review  of  Tennes¬ 
see’s  filing  indicates  that  the  proposed 
rates  contain  small  producer  purchases 
in  excess  of  the  rate  levels  prescribed  in 
Opinion  No.  742.  Also,  the  proposed  rates 
appear  to  refleet  producer  rate  increases 
which  have  not  yet  been  filed  and  may 
not  be  in  effect  on  July  1,  1976.  Further, 
this  filing  reflects  R&D  expenditures  at¬ 
tributable  to  projects  which  have  not 
yet  been  found  to  be  eligible  for  R&D  ex¬ 
pense  tracking.  For  these  reasons,  the 
proposed  rates  have  not  been  shown  to 
be  just  and  reasonable  and  may  be  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory  or  otherwise  unlawful.  Tlierefore, 
the  proposed  tariff  sheets  will  be  accepted 
for  filing  and  their  use  will  be  suspended 
for  one  day,  until  July  2, 1976,  when  they 
may  be  permitted  to  become  effective 
subject  to  refund,  ’This  filing  will  be  ac- 


*  Twelfth  Revised  Sheets  Noe.  12 A  and  12B: 
and  Alternate  Twelfth  Revised  Sheets  Nos. 
12A  and  12B. 
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c«pted  subject  to  the  condition  that  T«i- 
nessee  file  revised  tariff  sheets  refiecUng 
the  elimination  of  aiQr  imducer  rate  In¬ 
creases  not  effective  as  of  Jtdy  1.  1979. 

In  regard  to  tire  above  described  Issue 
concerning  small  producer  purchases, 
the  estaMlshment  of  a  hearing  schediile 
win  be  dtferred  pencfing  Commission  ac¬ 
tion  on  rrireart^  of  Opinion  No.  742* 
and  the  jaxvosed.  ml«naking  in  Docket 
Nb.RM76-6* 

With  reev>ect  to  the  inclusion  of  in¬ 
creased  R&D  expenditures  the  Commis¬ 
sion  notes  that  the  expraditures  are  at¬ 
tributable  to  projects  which  have  not  yet 
been  found  to  be  eligible  for  R&D  expense 
tracking.  Since  this  Issue  is  before  the 
Commission  In  the  proceeding  in  Docket 
Nos.  RP75-13  and  RP7&-113,  the  expendi¬ 
tures  In  the  Instant  filing  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  outcome  at  the  proceeAngs 
In  those  dockets.  All  amounts  in  the  in¬ 
stant  filing  associated  with  these  R&D 
Injects  will  be  subject  to  refund  pending 
final  Commission  decision  cm  this  issue. 

Teimessee,  In  Its  May  14.  1976  filing, 
addltkMially  tendered  Alternate  Twelfth 
Revised  Sheet  Nos.  12A  and  12B.  Tennes¬ 
see  requests  these  alternate  sheets  be 
permitted  to  become  effective  on  July  1, 
1976  In  the  event  the  Commission  sus¬ 
pends  ttie  effectivenesB  of  Twdfth  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  Nos.  12A  and  12B.  This  al¬ 
ternative  filing  includes  a  lower  PGA  ad¬ 
justment  ot  2.064  per  Mcf  which  reflects 
dhninatlcm  of  cost  increases  due  to  piu:- 
chases  at  rates  in  excess  ot  the  levels  pre¬ 
scribed  by  C^rinion  No.  742.  The  Alter¬ 
nate  ^eets  rrilects  producor  rate  In¬ 
creases  whi(^  may  not  be  in  effect  on 
Jtfiy  1, 1976. 

The  remalndo’  of  Tennessee’s  alter¬ 
nate  filing  appears  to  comply  with  the 
standards  set  forth  In  Docket  No.  R-406 
and  dKMikl  be  approved.  Therefore,  the 
alternate  tariff  sheets  wlD  be  accepted 
for  filing  and  permitted  to  became  effec¬ 
tive  July  1,  1976,  subject  to  a  condition 
that  Tennessee  file  revised  alternate 
tariff  sheets  reflecting  ttue  elimination  of 
the  portlbn  of  its  POA  increases  attrib¬ 
utable  to  producer  rate  increases  which 
may  not  be  effective  as  of  July  1. 1976. 

The  Commisskm  finds:  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  to  aid  in  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that 
the  hearing  procedures  on  the  issue  ot 
small  producer  purchases  be  deferred 
pending  further  Commission  order. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Ten¬ 
nessee’s  tender,  on  May  14,  1976,  of 
Twelfth  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  12A  and  12B 
is  herday  accepted  for  filtaig,  suspended 
for  one  day.  or  until  July  2,  1976,  when 
they  shall  become  effective  subject  to  re¬ 
fund,  and  subject  to  the  condition  that 
Tennessee  ffie,  revised  tariff  sheets  re¬ 
flecting  the  dlminatlon  of  any  produemr 
cost  increases  not  in  effect  on  July  2. 
1976. 

(B)  Tennessee’s  Alternate  Twdfth  Re- 
vlsed  Sheets  Nos.  12A  and  12B  are  herdsy 


•  _ FPC _ _  Issued  August  38,  1976,  In 

Docket  No.  B-898. 

•  Producers,  Docket  No.  BM78-8.  No¬ 
nce  at  Fropoeed  Rulemaking,  Issued  August 
38. 1975. 


accepted  for  filing  and  permitted  to  be¬ 
come  effective  on  July  1.  1976.  subject 
to  the  condition  that  Tennessee  file  re¬ 
vised  alternate  tariff  sheets  reflecting  the 
elimination  of  any  producer  cost  In¬ 
creases  not  In  effect  on  July  1, 1976. 

(C)  Hearing  procedures  on  the  Issue 
of  smsdl  producer  purchases  in  excess 
of  the  rate  levels  prescribed  In  Opinion 
No.  742  are  herdiy  deferred  pending 
further  Commission  order. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  In  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kbkweth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary, 

[FB  Doc.76-19452  PUed  7-6-76;8:45  anjl 


[Docket  Noa.  BP74-20  and  BP74-83] 

UNITED  STATES  PIPE  UNE  CO. 

Petition  To  Require  Refunds  at  Lawful 
interest  Rate 

June  29. 1976. 

Take  notice  that,  on  June  15. 1976,  the 
United  Municipal  Distributors  Group 
(Distributors)  filed  a  petition  that  re¬ 
quests  the  Commission  to  Issue  an  order 
requiring  that  all  overcharges  collected 
by  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  from 
April  6.  1974  in  this  proceeding  be  as¬ 
sessed  interest  at  a  9%  Interest  rate 
from  October  10,  1974,  rather  than  the 
7%  interest  rate  reflected  In  the  Stipula¬ 
tion  and  Agreement  now  pending  before 
the  Commission.  ’The  Distributors  state 
that  this  Stipulation  and  Agreement 
should  be  modified  to  reflect  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  on 
May  19,  1976,  In  A.P.C.A.  v.  PJ».C.  that 
concerns  Order  No,  513. 

Any  person  dedring  to  be  beard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE..  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections  IJI 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  Ifi. 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  July  9,  1976. 
Protests  will  be  ccHisidered  by  the  Com¬ 
misskm  in  determining  title  awropriate 
action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PB  Doc.76-l»45e  PUSH  7-6-76;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  BB76-749] 

TfEST  TOAS  UnUTIES  Ca 
Filing  of  Rate  Schedula 

June  29.  1976. 

’Take  notice  that  on  June  18, 1976,  West 
Texas  Utilities  Company  (WTU)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  rate  schedule  covering 


interconnection  of  facilities,  firm  and 
emergency  power,  and  unintentional  and 
ecowomy  energy  service  with  ’Texas  Elec¬ 
tric  Service  Compamy. 

WTU  states  that  this  rate  schedule  is 
being  filed  because  of  changes  in  its  op¬ 
erations  on  May  4,  1976,  and  that  siKh 
changes  are  described  in  an  amdl^lon 
filed  in  Docket  No.  E-9558. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission.  825  North  Chipi- 
tol  Street  NE.,  Washin^n,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  Sections  1 J  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10)^  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  July  7,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
parson  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  thig 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  ln9>ection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.76-19461  FUed  7-6-76;8:46  un) 


(Docket  No.  ER76-751] 

WEST  TEXAS  UTtUTIES  Ca 
Filing  of  Rate  Schedule 

June  29,  1976. 

’Take  notice  that  on  June  18.  1976, 
West  Texas  Utilities  Company  (WTU) 
tendered  for  filing  a  rate  schedule  cover¬ 
ing  exchange  of  temporary  energy  with 
Central  Power  and  Light  Ccxnpany. 

WTU  states  that  this  rate  schedule  is 
being  filed  because  of  changes  in  its  opo*- 
ations  on  May  4.  1976,  and  that  such 
changes  are  described  in  an  apidication 
filed  in  Docket  No.  E-9558. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  at 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  NorUi  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  In 
accordance  with  Sections  1.6  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  cm  iff,  1.10).  All  soeh 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  July  9.  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Ccxnmlsskm  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  iq^ropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  win  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  C^ies  of  flils 
fllhig  are  on  file  with  the  Commlaelcn 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

KSnneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PRDOC.76-1M68  FIM  7-«-76;e:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  EB76-7531 

WEST  TEXAS  UTILITCS  CO. 

Filing  of  Rate  Schedule 

June  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  18, 1978,  West 
Texas  Utilities  C(Hnpany  (WTU)  ten- 
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dered  for  filing  a  rate  schedule  covering 
the  lease  of  transmission  facilities  and 
firm  power  and  energy  service  with  Com¬ 
munity  Public  Service  Company. 

WTU  states  that  this  rate  schedule 
is  being  filed  because  of  changes  in  its 
operations  on  May  4, 1976,  and  that  such 
changes  are  de^ribed  in  an  application 
filed  in  Docket  No.  E-9558. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  July  9,  1976.  Protects  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plttmb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-19454  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  ER76-7531 

WEST  TEXAS  UTILITIES  CO. 

Filing  of  Rate  Schedule 

June  29,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  18,  1976, 
West  Texas  Utilities  Company  (WTU) 
tendered  for  filing  a  rate  schedule  cov¬ 
ering  wholesale  service  with  Western 
Farmers  Electric  Cooperative. 

WTU  states  that  tJiis  rate  schedule  is 
being  filed  because  of  changes  in  its  oper¬ 
ations  on  May  4,  1976,  and  that  such 
changes  are  described  in  an  application 
filed  in  Docket  No.  E-9558. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  C^ommisslon,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  July  9,  1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-19455  Piled  7-e-76;8;45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  CP69-41,  etc.] 

ALGONQUIN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO., 
ET  AL 

Certification  of  Offer  of  Settlement 
JCTLY  2,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  3,  1976,  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  Isaac 


Benkin  certified  to  the  Commission  an 
Offer  of  Settlement  filed  by  Algonquin 
Oas  Transmission  Company  as  a  pro¬ 
posed  settl^ent  of  issues  raised  in  the 
proceedings  hi  Docket  Nos.  CP69-41,  et 
al.,  instituted  by  Commission  order  of 
January  16,  1976,  to  the  extent  that  such 
proceedings  involve  Algonquin’s  rates  and 
service  under  Rate  Schedule  SNO-1,  and 
of  all  matters  in  dispute  in  case  Nos.  75- 
1460,  76-1043,  76-1116,  and  76-1220  be¬ 
fore  the  Unit^  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit.  The 
settlement  proposal  is  a  result  of  a  series 
of  discussions  among  Algonquin,  the 
Commission  Staff,  and  Algonquin’s  reg¬ 
ular  system  customers,  and  was  presented 
to  the  judge  and  parties  and  made  the 
subject  of  a  motion  to  certify  at  a  post¬ 
hearing  conference  held  on  April  20, 1976. 

The  proposed  Offer  of  Settlement  con¬ 
tains  terms  and  conditions  under  which 
Algonquin  Oas  shall  be  authorized  to  sell 
volumes  from  its  synthetic  natiu^  gas 
(SNG)  plant  at  Freetown,  Massachu¬ 
setts.  The  proposal  amends  Opinion  Nos. 
637  and  637-A,  issued  December  7,  1972 
and  February  6.  1973  m  Algonquin  SNG. 
Inc.,  et  al.,  under  which  Algonquin  was 
authorized  to  sell  for  resale  its  SNG 
volumes,  by  deleting  condition  6(iv)  of 
the  original  certificate  therein  and 
adding  new  substitute  provisions.  Under 
the  proposed  amendments,  Algonquin 
would  be  authorized  to  sell  excess  SNG 
capacity  during  the  winters  of  1976-77, 
1977-78,  and  1978-79,  to  off-system 
customers  on  a  firm  pro-rata  basis  and 
under  the  same  SNG-1  Rate  Schedule 
that  applies  to  its  regular  on-system 
customers,  and  any  rate  increase  filings 
during  that  same  period  shall  reflect 
Contract  Demands  of  118,200  MMBtu  per 
day  times  the  number  of  demand  billing 
periods  in  a  contract  year.  In  addition, 
the  Offer  of  Settlement  authorizes  Al¬ 
gonquin  to  modify  Rate  Schedule  SNG-1 
concerning  daily  and  seasonal  makeup 
flexibility  provisions,  and  directs  Algmi- 
quin  to  file  a  Demand  Cfiiarge  of  $1,353 
under  Rate  Schedule  SNG-1. 

A  more  detailed  description  of  the 
Settlement  proposal,  including  certain 
additional  minor  provisions  contained 
therein,  may  be  found  in  the  Offer  of 
Settlement,  which  is  on  file  and  avail¬ 
able  for  public  Inspection  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  OfBce  of  Public  Information. 

At  the  conference  of  April  20, 1976,  the 
parties  agreed  to  a  request  for  a  short¬ 
ened  comment  [>erlod.  Therefore,  any 
person,  including  the  parties,  may  file 
comments  on  the  proposed  Offer  of  Set¬ 
tlement  on  or  before  July  13,  1976. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc  .76-19633  Piled  7-3-76;  1 : 14  pm] 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[AA1921-155] 

HOLLOW  OR  CORED  CERAMIC  BRICK 
AMD  TILE 

Amendment  of  Notice  of  Investigation 

On  the  basis  of  advice  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Treasury  in  a  letter  re¬ 


ceived  June  21.  1976,  and  a  notice  of 
"Clarification  of  Determination  of  Sales 
at  Less  Than  Fair  Value’’  received 
Jime  22,  1976  (41  FR  26037),  notice  is 
hereby  ^ven  that  the  United  States  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission’s  Notice  of 
Investigation  and  Hearing  on  Hollow  or 
Cored  Ceramic  Brick  and  Tile  from  C?an- 
ada,  investigation  No.  AA1921-155  under 
section  201(a)  of  the  Antidumping  Act. 
1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(a))  (41 
FR  19383,  41  FR  20454,  and  41  FR  21224) . 
is  further  amended  by  changing  the  last 
sentence  of  tiie  first  paragraph  to  read 
as  follows: 

Such  brick  is  of  greater  than  25  percent  void. 

Issued:  July  1, 1976. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary, 

[PR  Doc.76-19666  Piled  7-6-76;8:45  aimj 


NATIONAL  FOUNDATION  ON  THE 
ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES  * 

ARCHITECTURE  +  ENVIRONMENTAL 
ARTS  ADVISORY  PANEL 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463) .  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
a  closed  meeting  of  the  Architecture  -4- 
Environmental  Arts  Advisory  Panel  to 
the  National  Endowment  for  the  Arts 
will  be  held  on  July  27-28,  1976  in  room 
1133  of  the  Columbia  Plaza  OfiBce  Build¬ 
ing,  2401  E  Street  NW.,  Washingt<m.  D.C. 
The  hours  will  be  from  9:30  a.m.-5:30 
p.m.  on  both  days. 

This  meeting  is  for  the  purpose  of 
Panel  review,  discussion,  evaluation,  and 
recommendation  on  applications  for  fi¬ 
nancial  assistance  imder  the  National 
Foimdatlon  on  the  Arts  and  the  Hu¬ 
manities  Act  of  1965,  as  amended,  includ¬ 
ing  discussion  of  information  given  in 
confidence  to  the  agency  by  grant  appli¬ 
cants.  In  accordance  with  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  Chairman  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  June  16,  1975, 
this  meeting,  which  Involves  matters  ex¬ 
empt  from  the  requirements  of  public 
disclosure  under  the  provis'ions  of  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552(b),  (4).  (5).  and  (6))  wUl  not  be 
open  to  the  public. 

Further  information  with  reference  to 
this  meeting  can  be  obtained  from  Mr. 
Robert  M.  Sims,  Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer,  National  Endow¬ 
ment  for  the  Arts,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  or  call (202)  634-6377. 

Robert  M.  Sims, 
Administrative  Officer ,  National 
Endowment  for  the  Arts.  Na¬ 
tional  Foundation  on  the  Arts, 
and  the  Humanities. 

(PR  Doc.76-19606  Plied  7-6-76:8:45  am] 
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OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

US.  OIL  AND  NATURAL  GAS 
RESERVES  DATA  COLLECTION 

Public  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  by  ttie  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Reports  Act  of  1942  (44 
U.S.C.  3504  and  3506) . 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  solicit 
the  views  of  the  public  concerning  the 
collection  of  data  on  U.S.  reserves  of  oil 
and  natural  gas. 

The  discussion  at  the  hearing  will  focus 
on  several  options  for  collecting  oil  and 
gas  reserves  data  including:  (1)  A  joint 
government-industry  sponsored  survey; 
(2)  industry  survey  with  selective  gov¬ 
ernment  audits;  (3)  single  lead  govern¬ 
ment  agency  collecting  data  for  several 
agencies;  (4)  several  government  agen¬ 
cies  collecting  data  in  a  coordinated 
fashion;  or  (5)  other  options.  Some  addi¬ 
tional  questions  to  be  discussed  will  in¬ 
clude:  What  level  of  accuracy  is  neces¬ 
sary?  What  type  of  audit  or  verification 
program  is  needed?  What  degree  of  con¬ 
fidentiality  shall  be  assigned  to  specific 
reserves  data? 

Representatives  of  several  government 
agencies  which  collect  or  use  reserves 
data  and  which  ccHnprise  the  Ad  Hoc  In¬ 
teragency  Committee  on  Oil  and  Gas  Re¬ 
serves  Surveys  will  participate  in  the  dis¬ 
cussion.  Representatives  of  the  reserves 
committees  of  the  American  Petroleum 
Institute  and  American  Gas  Association, 
public  Interest  groups.  Ccmgressional 
staffs  and  any  other  interested  persons 
are  invited  to  att«id  and  to  present  their 
views.  The  hearing  will  be  open  to  public 
observation  and  participation. 

The  hearing  will  be  held  in  Room  2010, 
New  Executive  Office  Building,  726  Jack- 
son  Place  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  on 
July  22, 1676,  at  9:30  ajn.  Further  infor¬ 
mation  regarding  the  hearing  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Statistical  Policy  Divl- 
-  Sion,  Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Room  10208,  New  Executive  Office  Bufld- 
ing,  Washington.  D.C.  20503,  Telephone 
(202  )  395-4730. 

Velma  N.  Baldwin, 
Assistant  to  the  Director 
for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.76-195'u3  Piled  7-«-76;8:45  am] 

PRIVACY  PROTECTION  STUDY 
COMMISSION 
HEARINGS 

The  Privacy  Protection  Study  Commis¬ 
sion  will  hold  public  hearings  between 
10  a.m.,  and  5:30  p.m.  on  August  3,  1976, 
and  between  9:00  am.,  and  5:30  pm.,  on 
August  4  and  5,  1976.  The  hearings  will 
be  held  in  Room  1318,  Dirksen  (New 
Senate  Office)  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  The  hearings  form  part  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  examination  of  the  record¬ 
keeping  practices  of  consumer-  and  com¬ 
mercial-reporting  agencies  He.,  organi¬ 
zations  that  supply  both  credit  and 
investigative  reports  on  individual  con- 
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sumers  and  businesses)  and  check-cash¬ 
ing  and  credit-card  verification  and 
authorization  services.  Pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  5  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (Pub. 
li.  93-576) .  the  Commission  will  consider 
whether  the  lainclples  and  requirements 
of  the  Act  should  be  extmded  to  these 
organizations  and  whether  other  legisla¬ 
tive  recommendations  may  be  necessary. 

To  assist  in  the  development  of  its 
inquiry,  the  Commission,  lu-ior  to  these 
hearings,  wishes  to  learn  about  the  ex¬ 
periences  and  views  of  interested  parties 
regarding  the  areas  of  inquiry  described 
herein.  Submissions  should  be  made  In 
writing  to  the  Executive  Director,  Privacy 
Protection  Study  Commission,  Suite  424, 
2120  L  Street  N.W..  Washington,  D.C. 
20506,  and  should  be  received  no  later 
than  July  16, 1976. 

Several  aspiects  of  consumer-reporting, 
commercial-reporting  and  check  and 
credit-card  verificatiim  and  authoriza- 
tiim  services  warrant  this  inquiry: 

(i)  Virtually  every  individual  who  par¬ 
ticipates  in  ccHumerce — whether  by  ap¬ 
plying  for  credit,  insurance,  or  employ¬ 
ment,  or  by  making  payment  for  goods 
and  services  by  check  or  other  payment 
device — is  affected  by  consumer  report¬ 
ing,  payment  authorization  services,  and, 
in  some  instances,  by  ccmmercial  report¬ 
ing; 

(ii)  The  primai’y  function  of  con¬ 
sumer-reporting  agencies  and  of  check 
and  credit-card  verification  and  author¬ 
ization  services  is  the  collection,  colla¬ 
tion,  evaluation,  and  distribution  of  per¬ 
sonal  information  to  assist  in  making 
important  decisions  about  Individuals; 

(ill)  Consumer-  and  commercial-re¬ 
porting  agencies  and  verificatum  and  au¬ 
thorization  services  have  no  direct 
market  relationship  with  the  individuals 
who  are  the  subjects  of  their  records; 

(iv)  There  is  substantial  controversy 
about  the  adequacy  of  the  Fair  Credit 
Reporting  Act  as  it  now  applies  to  con¬ 
sumer-reporting  agencies; 

(v)  Commercial  reporting  and  check 
tmd  credit-card  verifi^tion  and  author¬ 
ization  services,  which  Involve  the  col¬ 
lection,  collation,  evaluation,  and  distri¬ 
bution  of  personal  information  to  assist 
in  making  decisions  about  individuals, 
are  not  now  subject  to  the  Pair  Credit 
Reporting  Act. 

(Vi)  The  record-keeping  practices  of 
consiuner-reporting  agencies  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  requirements  of  both  Federal 
and  State  fair  credit-reporting  statutes 
which  are  not  identical  in  their  require¬ 
ments.  — 

The  Privacy  Protectkm  Study  Com¬ 
mission  seeks  information  and  comments 
concerning  the  following  aspects  of  con¬ 
sumer-  and  commercial-reporting  and 
check  and  credit-card  verification  and 
authorization  services : 

(i)  The  categories  of  clients  In  the 
public  and  private  sector  that  use  such 
services,  and  the  nature  of  the  contracts 
that  govern  the  provision  of  such  serv¬ 
ices; 

(li)  The  types  of  services  available  to 
a  client,  such  as  preparation  of  reports, 
pre-screening,  monitoring  of  individuals’ 
activities,  collection  of  delinquent  ac¬ 


counts,  processing  insurance  claims,  and 
authorizing  or  insuring  checks  or  other 
forms  of  pcurment; 

'  (ill)  The  specific  information,  includ¬ 
ing  type  and  source,  necessary  for  the 
various  services  available  to  the  clientele; 

(iv)  Procedures  for  ccdlecting.  updat¬ 
ing.  archiving,  and  purging  information 
which  affect  the  accuracy  and  timelineRs 
of  information,  including  information 
collected  frcsn  public  records; 

(v)  The  development  of  automated 
systems  to  facilitate  interchange  of  in¬ 
formation  among  consumer-r^ortlng 
agencies,  collection  agencies,  and  pro¬ 
viders  of  pasonent  authcuization  services; 

(vi)  Means  by  which  affected  wgani- 
zations  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Federal  Fair  Credit  Reporting  Act; 
and  State  credit-reporting  statutes  to 
which  they  may  be  siffiject;  and 

(vii)  The  desirability  and  feasibility 
of  applying  the  principles  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  to  con¬ 
sumer-  and  commercial-reporting  agen¬ 
cies  and  providers  of  verification  and 
authorization  services  in  areas  where  this 
would  result  in  strengthening  the  Fair 
Oedlt  Reporting  Act  or  in  areas  where 
this  would  result  in  strengthening  the 
F’air  Credit  Reporting  Act  or  in  areas 
where  the  FCTtA  does  not  now  apply. 

The  Commission  has  held  hearings 
covering  the  recordkeeping  practices  of 
the  mailing-list  industi^,  credit-card  is¬ 
suers,  maintainers  of  reservation  systems, 
depository  and  lending  institutions,  in¬ 
surance  institutions,  and  health-care 
providers  and  institutions.  As  a  result  of 
these  hearings,  the  Commission  seeks  in¬ 
formation  and  comments  in  response  to 
certain  questions  raised  by  their  use  of 
credit-reporting,  commercial-reporting 
and  verification  and  authorization  serv¬ 
ices,  to  wit — 

(i)  What  resp<Misibility  to  the  individ¬ 
ual  do  consumer-  and  commercial-re- 
porting  agencies  and  providers  of  pay¬ 
ment  authorization  services  have  with 
respect  to  (a)  assuring  the  accuracy, 
timeliness,  and  relevance  of  information 
they  maintain  about  individuals,  and  (b) 
the  uses  to  which  that  information  Is 
put? 

(11)  Should  there  be  limitations  on  the 
disclosure  of  certain  types  of  information, 
such  as  “balance  owing”  to  consumer- 
reporting  agencies;  or  should  there  be 
limitations  on  the  use  of  such  informa¬ 
tion  by  consumer-reporting  agencies? 

(lii)  Should  an  individual  have  a  right 
in  law  to  obtain  a  copy  of  a  consumer  or 
commercial  credit  report  that  pertains  to 
him  from:  (a)  the  reporting  agency  that 
maintains  the  report;  and  <b)  an  orga¬ 
nization  or  individual  that  receives  the 
report  from  the  reporting  agency? 

(iv)  Should  an  individual  have  a  right 
In  law  to  access  to  the  medical  informa¬ 
tion  about  him  that  Is  maintained  by  a 
consumer-reporting  agency? 

(v)  Should  the  preparation  of  a  con¬ 
sumer  investigative  report  require  the 
prior  authorization  oC  the  IndivldTial  who 
is  to  be  investigated  and  should  the  in¬ 
dividual  have  the  ability  to  limit  his 
authorization  with  respect  to  time  and 
type  of  Information  to  be  collected? 
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(vi)  Should  a  Federal  agency  be  re¬ 
quired  to  notify  an  individual  when  a 
credit  report  has  been  obtained  on  him, 
and  to  advise  the  individual  of  his  rights 
pursuant  to  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974? 

(vii)  Should  the  Fair  Credit  Report¬ 
ing  Act  apply  to  the  preparation  of  re¬ 
ports  which  are  used  in  processing  insur¬ 
ance  claims? 

(viii)  Should  the  Federal  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  be  granted  rule-making  author¬ 
ity  with  respect  to  substantive  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  Fair  Credit  Reporting  Act? 

David  F.  Linowes, 

Chairman. 

Carole  W.  Parsons, 

Executive  Director. 

■  June  30,  1976. 

lFRr)oc.76-19419  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  ami 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[File  Nob.  3-6041;  2-37401,  (22-6087); 

2-26527,  (22-4481);  2-55596, (22-8764) ) 

AMERICAN  AIRLINES,  INC.  AND  C.l.T. 

FINANCIAL  CORP. 

Application  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 
June  30,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American 
Airlines,  Inc.  and  C.I.T.  Financial  Cor¬ 
poration  (the  “Applicants”)  have  filed 
an  application  under  clause  (ii)  of  Sec¬ 
tion  310(b)(1)  of  the  Trust  Indenture 
Act  of  1939  (the  “Act”)  for  a  finding  that 
the  trusteeship  of  Bankers  Trust  Com¬ 
pany  under  certain  existing  indentures 
involving  American  Airlines,  Inc. 
(“American”)  hereinafter  described, 
under  certain  existing  indentures  of 
C.I.T,.  Financial  Corporation  (“CIT”) 
hereinafter  described,  and  under  a  new 
indenture  (the  "New  Indenture”)  of 
American  not  to  be  qualified  imder  the 
Act  is  not  so  likely  to  involve  a  material 
conflict  of  interest  as  to  make  it  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  public  Interest  or  for  the 
protection  of  Investors  to  disqualify 
Bankers  Trust  Company  from  acting  as 
trustee  under  one  of  such  indentures. 

Section  310(b)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  if  a  trustee  under  an  indenture 
qualified  under  the  Act  has  or  shall  ac¬ 
quire  any  conflicting  Interest,  it  shall 
within  ninety  days  after  ascertaining  that 
it  has  such  conflicting  Interest,  either 
eliminate  such  conflicting  interest  or  re¬ 
sign.  Subsection  (1)  of  such  Section  pro¬ 
vides,  in  effect,  with  certain  exceptions 
that  a  trustee  under  a  qualified  Indenture 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  a  conflicting  in¬ 
terest  if  such  trustee  is  trustee  under 
another  indentiue  under  which  any  other 
securities  of  the  same  Issuer  are  out¬ 
standing.  However,  under  clause  (ii)  of 
subsection  (1),  there  may  be  excluded 
from  the  operation  of  this  provision  an¬ 
other  indenture  under  which  other  secu¬ 
rities  of  the  issuer  are  outstanding,  if  the 
issuer  shall  have  sustained  the  burden 
of  proving,  on  application  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  after  opportunity  for  hear¬ 
ing  thereon,  that  trusteeship  under  such 
qualified  indenture  and  such  other  in¬ 


denture  is  not  so  likely  to  involve  a  ma¬ 
terial  conflict  of  interest  as  to  make  it 
necessary  in  the  public  interest  or  for 
the  protection  of  investors  to  disqualify 
such  trustee  from  acting  as  trustee  under 
either  of  such  indentures. 

The  ^pllcants  allege  the  following: 

( 1 )  American,  a  Delaware  Corporation,  in¬ 
tends  to  finance  the  acquisition  of  three  Boe¬ 
ing  Model  727-223  aircraft  (the  “Aircraft”) 
in  a  leveraged  lease  transaction  which  wUl 
Include  the  placement  with  several  institu¬ 
tional  investors  of  approximately  $18  million 
principal  amount  of  debt  certificates  which 
certificates  are  expected  to  be  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  New  Indenture.  It  is  anticipated 
that  the  certificates  to  be  Issued  under  the 
New  Indenture  will  consist,  to  the  extent  of 
approximately  48.72  percent  of  the  aggre¬ 
gate  principal  amount,  of  Short  Term  Loan 
Certificates  (8V^  year  maturity)  and  to  the 
extent  of  approximately  51128  percent  of  the 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  Long  Term 
Loan  Certificates  (14  year  maturity).  The 
Short  Term  Loan  Certificates  and  the  Long 
Term  Certificates  will  be  sectired  ratably 
by  the  Aircraft  and  a  lease  thereof  to  Ameri¬ 
can.  Included  in  the  financing  documents 
to  be  executed  in  connection  with  the  New 
Indenture  is  a  Participation  Agreement  which 
contains  a  provision  in  which  C.l.T.  Corpora¬ 
tion,  a  subsidiary  of  CIT,  guarantees  directly 
to  the  holders  of  the  Long  Term  Loan  Certifi¬ 
cates  the  payment  of  the  principal  and  in¬ 
terest  of  such  Long  Term  Loan  Certificates 
through  the  mechanism  of  an  unconditional 
obligation  of  C.l.T.  Corporation  to  purchase 
such  Long  Term  Loan  Certificates  upon  the 
occurrence  of  certain  specified  events.  This 
guaranty  or  purchase  obligation  of  C.l.T.  Cor¬ 
poration  is  further  guaranteed  by  CIT.  Al¬ 
though  the  financing  documents  do  not  pro¬ 
vide  that  such  purchase  obligation  Is  to  be 
enforced  by  Bankers  Trust  Company  as 
trustee  under  the  New  Indenture,  but  rather 
by  the  holders  of  the  Long  Term  Loan  Certif¬ 
icates  individually.  Bankers  Trust  Company 
is  Involved  in  certain  notification  procedures 
and  accordingly  CIT  is  argviably  an  “obligor” 
with  respect  to  the  Long  Term  Loan  Certifi¬ 
cates  to  be  issued  under  the  New  Indenture. 
American  concedes  that  it  is  an  “obligor” 
with  respect  to  the  Short  Term  Loan  Certif¬ 
icates  and  the  Long  Term  Loan  Certificates 
to  be  so  Issued.  Copies  of  the  proposed  New 
Indenture  will  be  filed  by  an  amendment  to 
the  Applicants’  Application  promptly  upon 
its  availability. 

(2)  Applicants  desire  to  appoint  Bankers 
Trust  Company,  a  New  York  Corporation,  to 
act  as  trustee  under  the  New  Indenture. 

(3)  Bankers  Trust  Company  presently  is 

acting  as  trustee  under  the  following  inden¬ 
tures  of  American:  (a)  a  trust  agreement 
dated  as  of  October  20,  1967  (“1967  Inden- 
tiu-e”),  (b)  a  trust  agreement  dated  as  of 
September  15,  1969  (“1969  Indenture”),  (c) 
a  trust  Indenture  and  mortgage  dated  as  of 
June  1,  1970,  as  amended  and  supplemented 
(“1970  Indentme”),  (d)  a  trust  agreement 
dated  as  of  November  15,  1971  (“1971  Inden¬ 
ture”),  (e)  a  trust  Indenture  and  mortgage 
dated  as  of  April  1,  1975  (the  “1975  Inden¬ 
ture”)  and  (f)  a  trust  Indenture  and  mort¬ 
gage  dated  as  of  April  1,  1976  (the  “1976  In- 
dentm-e”),  relating  to  the  financing  of 
twenty-seven  Boeing  Model  727-223  Aircraft, 
two  Boeing  Model  727-223  Aircraft,  seven 
Boeing  Model  747-123  Aircraft,  two  McDon¬ 
nell  Douglas  DC-10  Aircraft,  six  Boeing  Model 
727-223  Aircraft  and  five  Boeing  Model  727- 
223  Aircraft,  respectively,  leased  to  American 
which  constitute  six  of  American’s  sixteen 
presently  existing  flight  equipment  lease 
transactions.  Equipment  ’Trust  Loan 


Certificates  weer  Issued  under  the  1967  In¬ 
denture  in  the  original  principal  amount  of 
$114,371,636.03  of  which  $80,212,242.89  re¬ 
main  outstanding;  final  payment  Is  due  on 
January  1, 1987. 9^^%  Equipment  ’Trust  Loan 
C^ertlficates  were  Issued  under  the  1969  In¬ 
denture  in  theortglnal  principal  amount  of 
$9,079,642.40  of  Which  $6,698,158.88  remain 
outstanding;  final  payment  is  due  July  29, 
1984.  Guaranteed  Loan  Certificates,  ^rYes 
A,  B,  Interim  C,  Second  Interim  C  and  C, 
were  Issued  under  the  1970  Indenture  and 
remain  outstanding  in  the  following  respec¬ 
tive  principal  amounts: 

$47,850,000  original  principal  amount  of 
11%  Series  A,  due  December  1, 1988,  presently 
outstanding  in  the  principal  amount  of  $41,- 
089,000.00;  $31,800,000  original  principal 

amount  of  10%%  Series  B,  due  December  1, 

1988,  presently  outstanding  in  the  principal 
amount  of  $27,251,000.00;  $15,564,000  original 
principal  amount  of  9%%  Interim  Series  C, 
due  June  1,  1989,  none  of  which  is  presently 
outstanding;  $15,689,000  original  principal 
amount  of  9%%  Second  Interim  Series  C, 
due  June  1,  1989,  none  of  which  is  pre.sently 
outstanding;  $15,689,000  orlg;lnal  principal 
amount  of  9%%  Second  Interim  Series  C, 
due  June  1,  1989,  none  of  which  is  presently 
outstanding;  $15,689,000  original  principal 
amount  of  9%%  Second  Interim  Series  C, 
due  June  1,  1989,  none  of  which  is  presently 
outstanding;  and  $32,000,000  original  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  10%  Series  C,  due  June  1, 

1989,  presently  outstanding  in  the  principal 
amount  of  $27,746,000.00  9%%  Equipment 
•Trust  Loan  Certificates  were  Issued  under 
the  1971  Indenture  in  the  original  principal 
amount  of  $19,513,754.67  of  which  $18,530,- 
197.45  remain  outstanding.  11%%  Equip¬ 
ment  ’Trust  Loan  Certificates  were  Issued  un¬ 
der  the  1975  Indenture  in  the  original  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  $32,031,409.80  of  which  $31,- 
028,459.23  remain  outstanding.  11%  Short 
Term  Equipment  Trust  Loan  Certificates  were 
Issued  under  the  1976  Indenture  In  the  origi¬ 
nal  principal  amount  of  $14,039,261.05,  all  of 
which  remain  outstanding  and  9%%  Long 
Term  Equipment  Trust  Loan  Certificates 
were  issued  under  the  1976  Indenture  in  the 
original  principal  amount  of  $14,778,166.51, 
all  of  which  remain  outstanding.  Copies  of 
the  trust  agreement,  lease  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  (combined  as  a  single  document)  set¬ 
ting  forth  the  terms  and  provisions  govern¬ 
ing  the  certificates  Lssued  under  the  1967 
Indenture  were  filed  as  Exhibit  2  to  Ameri¬ 
can’s  Application  dated  March  3,  1970  under 
Section  310(b)  (1)  (11)  of  the  Act  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  American’s  Registration  Statement 
on  Form  S-7  under  the  S^urltles  Act  of  1933 
(No.  2-37401)  and  are  Incorporated  herein 
by  reference.  Copies  of  the  trust  agreement, 
lease  and  other  documents  (combined  as  a 
single  document)  setting  forth  the  terms 
and  provisions  governing  the  certificates  Is¬ 
sued  under  the  1967  Indenture  were  filed  as 
Exhibit  2  to  American’s  Application  dated 
March  3,  1970  under  Section  310(b)  (1)  (ii) 
of  the  Act  in  connection  with  American’s 
Registration  Statement  on  Form  S-7  under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933  (No.  2-37401)  and 
are  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Copies  of  the  trust  agreement,  lease 
and  other  documents  (combined  as  a 
singel  document)  setting  forth  the  terms 
and  provisions  governing  the  certificates 
issued  imder  the  1969  Indenture  were 
filed  as  Exhibit  3  to  such  Application 
dated  March  3,  1970  and  are  incorpo¬ 
rated  herein  by  reference.  Copies  of  the 
trust  indenture  and  mortgage,  lease  and 
other  documents,  as  amended  and  sup¬ 
plemented,  setting  forth  the  terms  and 
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provisions  governing  the  certificates  is¬ 
sued  under  the  1970  Indenture  were  filed 
as  exhibits  to  American’s  Registration 
Statements  imder  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  (Nos.  2-37401,  2-38352  and  2-39380) 
and  are  incorporated  herein  by  refer¬ 
ence.  Copies  of  the  trust  agreement,  lease 
and  other  documents  (combined  as  a 
single  document)  setting  forth  the  terms 
and  provisiOTis  governing  the  certificates 
issued  under  the  1971  Indenture  were 
filed  as  Exhibit  A  to  American’s  Applica¬ 
tion  dated  March  25,  1975  under  Section 
310  <b)(l)(ii)  and  are  incorporated 
herein  by  reference.  Copies  of  the  trust 
indenture  and  mortgage,  lease  and  other 
documents  (combined  as  a  single  docu¬ 
ment)  setting  forth  the  terms  and  provi¬ 
sions  governing  the  certificates*  issued 
under  the  1975  Indenture  were  filed  as 
Exhibit  A  to  American’s  Application 
dated  April  2,  1976  imder  Section  310(b) 
(l)(ii)  of  the  Act.  Copies  of  the  trust 
indenture  and  mortgage,  lease  and  other 
documents  (combined  as  a  single  docu¬ 
ment)  setting  forth  the  terms  and  provi¬ 
sions  governing  the  certificates  issued 
imder  the  1975  Indenture  were  filed 
as  Exhibit  A  to  American’s  Aw)li- 
cation  dated  April  2,  1976  under  Sec¬ 
tion  310(b)  (1)  (ii)  of  the  Act.  Copies 
of  the  trust  indenture  and  mortgage, 
lease  and  other  documents  (com.- 
bined  as  a  single  document)  setting 
■forth  the  terms  and  provisions  gov¬ 
erning  the  certificates  issued  under 
the  1976  Indenture  were  filed  as  Exhibit 
to  the  Applicants’  Application  dated 
June  8,  1976  under  Section  310(b)(1) 
(ii)  of  the  Act,  and  are  incorporated 
herein  by  reference.  The  1970  Indenture 
is  qualified  under  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  determined  in  response  to 
applications  of  American  that  Bankers 
TYust  Company’s  trusteeship  under  the 
other  indentures  of  American  refererred 
to  above  is  not  so  likely  to  involve  a  ma¬ 
terial  conflict  of  interest  as  to  make  it 
necessary  to  disqualify  Bankers  Trust 
Comptany  from  acting  as  trustee  under 
such  indentures. 

(4)  The  certificates  issued  under  the  1967 
Indenture,  the  1969  Indenture,  the  1970  In¬ 
denture, 'the  1971  Indenture,  the  1975  In¬ 
denture  and  the  1976  Indenture  (which  in 
the  case  of  the  Long  Term  Loan  Certificates 
are  also  secured  by  the  letter  of  credit  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  the  1976  Indenture)  are,  and  the 
certificates  to  be  issued  under  the  New  In¬ 
denture  (which  in  the  case  of  the  Long  Term 
Certificates  are  also  secured  by  the  purchase 
obligation  of  C.I.T.  Corporation  referred  to 
above)  wUl  be,  secured  by  a  separate  lot  of 
identified  Aircraft,  so  that  should  the  trustee 
have  occasion  to  proceed  against  the  security 
under  one  of  these  trusts,  such  action  would 
not  affect  the  security,  or  the  use  of  any 
security,  under  any  other  trust.  Thus,  the 
existence  of  the  other  trusteeships  should  In 
no  way  inhibit  or  discourage  the  trustee’s 
actions. 

(5)  American  is  not  in  default  under  any 
of  its  equipment  obligations. 

(6)  Bankers  Trust  Company  is  presently 
acting  as  trustee  under  three  indentures  of 
err,  one  dated  as  of  October  1,  1967  and  two 
dated  as  of  April  1,  1976.  All  of  such  Inden¬ 
tures  relate  to  unsecured  Indebtedness  of 
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err  and  all  are  qualified  under  the  Act.  6%  % 
debentures  due  October  1,  1966  were  issued 
under  the  October  1,  1967  Indenture  In  the 
principal  amount  of  $76,000,000  all  of  which 
remain  outstanding.  One  of  the  April  1, 
1976  Indentures  relates  to  $100,000,000  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  7%  %  debentures  due  April  1, 
1966  all  of  which  remain  outstanding  and  the 
other  relates  to  $100,000,000  principal  amount 
of  8%%  debentures  due  April  1,  2001  all 
of  which  remain  outstanding.  The  form  of 
the  1967  Indenture  was  filed  as  an  Exhibit 
to  CIT’s  Registration  Statement  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  (No.  2-26527).  Copies 
of  the  form  of  the  two  April  1,  1976  Inden¬ 
tures  were  filed  as  Exhibits  to  CIT’s  Regis¬ 
tration  Statement  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  (No. 2-55595). 

(7)  If  the  New  Indenture  were  qualified 
under  the  Act  Bankers  Trust  Company 
would  not  be  disqualified  by  the  terms  of 
the  Act  from  acting  as  trustee  thereunder 
since  the  obligation  of  CIT  guaranteeing  the 
purcha.se  obligation  of  CIT  Corporation  is 
wholly  unsecured.  (Act  Section  310(b)(1) 
(i)).  Furthermore,  the  purchase  obligation 
of  CIT  Corporation  is  not  set  forth  in  the 
New  Indenture,  but  rather  in  an  ancillary 
document  and  is  not  enforceable  by  Bankers 
Trust  Ck>mpany  as  trustee  unddr  the  New 
Indenture.  Accordingly,  the  existence  of  the 
CIT  guaranty  in  the  financing  documents 
connected  with  the  New  Indenture  should  in 
no  way  discourage  or  Inhibit  the  trustee’s 
actions  under  the  existing  CIT  Indentures. 

(8)  CIT  is  not  in  defaxilt  under  its  existing 
indentures. 

The  Applicants  have  waived  notice  of 
hearing,  hearing  on  the  issues  raised  by 
its  application  and  all  rights  to  specify 
procedures  under  Rule  8(b)  of  the  Rules 
of  Practice  of  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  in  connection  with 
this  matter. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
matters  of  fact  and  law  asserted,  all  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  said  application, 
which  is  a  public  document  on  file  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  July  27, 
1976  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing  be 
held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  nature 
of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such  re¬ 
quest,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  raised 
Ly  said  application  which  he  desires  to 
controvert,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Conunission  should  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  sUch  request  should 
be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  the 
Commission  may  issue  an  order  granting 
the  application,  upon  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  the  Commission  may 
deem  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest  and  the  interest  of  in¬ 
vestors,  unless  a  hearing  is  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporation  Finance,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  IYtzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-19527  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  ami 


[File  No.  500-1] 

DIVERSIFIED  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

June  29,  1976. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  securities  of 
Diversified  Industries,  Inc.  being  traded 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  or  oth¬ 
erwise  is  required  in  the  public  interest 
and  for  the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12 (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  or  otherwise  is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  June  30, 1976 
through  July  9, 1976. 

By  the  Coihmission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-19528  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am| 


[File  No.  500-11 

EQUITY  FUNDING  CORP.  OF  AMERICA 
AND  ORION  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  securities  of 
Equity  Finding  Corporation  of  America, 
including  Orion  Capital  Corporation, 
being  traded  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  or  otherwise,  is  required  in  the 
public  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors: 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12(k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  or  otherwise  is  "sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  June  30, 1976 
through  July  9,  1976. 

By  the*  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-19529  Filed  7-6-76,8:45  am] 


I  Relea.se  No.  12583;  SR-MSE-76-41 

MIDWEST  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

Purchase  Transactions  on  Margin 

June  29,  1976. 

On  March  22,  1976,  the  Midwest  Stock 
Exchange,  120  South  ‘  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60603,  filed  with  the 
Commission,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(the  “Act”) ,  as  amended  by  the  Securities 
Acts  Amendments  of  1975,  and  Rule 
19b-4  thereunder,  copies  of  a  proposed 
rule  change.  The  proposed  rule  change 
is  intended  to  transform  the  Exchange’s 
treatment  of  purchase  transactions  on 
margin  into  formal  Exchange  rules. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change  to¬ 
gether  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
publication  of  a  Commission  Release  (Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  12365 
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(April  23,  1976) )  and  by  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  18478 
(May  4, 1976)). 

*nie  Coinmissi(»i  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  is  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder  applicable 
to  National  seciirities  exchanges,  and  in 
particular,  the  requirements  of  Section 
6  and  the  rules  and  regulations  there¬ 
under. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  ptusuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act.  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  change 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Ccmimission  by  the  Division 
of  Market  R^ulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

JPR  Doc.7a-19530  Plied  7-«-76;8:45  am] 


[Release  No.  12582;  SR-PB WSR-76-9 ) 

PHILADELPHIA  STOCK  EXCHANGE 
Margin  Requirements 

June  29. 1976. 

On  March  22.  1976,  the  Philadelphia 
Stock  Exchange,  17th  Street  and  Stock 
Exchange  Place,  Philadelrrtiia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  19103,  filed  with  the  Commission, 
pursuant*  to  Section  19(b)  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”) , 
as  amended  by  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments  of  1975,  and  Rule  19b-4 
thereunder,  copies  of  a  proposed  rule 
change.  The  proposed  rule  change  would 
amend  Exchange  Rule  722,  pertaining 
to  margin  requirements,  and  would  re¬ 
scind  Exchange  Rule  1054.  . 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change  to¬ 
gether  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
publication  of  a  Commission  Release  (Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  12367 
(April  23,  1976))  and  by  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  18369, 
May  3. 1976). 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  is  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereimder  applicable  to 
national  securities  exchanges,  and  in 
particular,  the  requirements  of  Section  6 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  change 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  DOC.76-19S31  FUed  7-6-76:8;46  am] 


[Release  No.  1268;  SR-NYSE-76-2I)  ' 

NEW  YORK  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 
Margin  Raquiraments 

June  29,  1976. 

'  On  March  22, 1976,  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange,  Eleven  Wall  Street,  New 


York,  New  York  10005,  filed  with  the 
Commission,  pursuant  to  section  19(b) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(the  "Act”),  as  amended  by  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Acts  Amendments  of  1975,  and  Rule 
19b-4  thereunder,  copies  of  a  proposed 
rule  change.  The  proposed  rule  change 
would  amend  Exchange  Rule  431  in  re¬ 
spect  of  the  margin  requirements  for 
positions  involving  put  options. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  rule  change  to¬ 
gether  with  the  terms  of  substance  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  was  given  by 
publication  of  a  Commission  Release 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No. 
12366  (AprU  23,  1976) )  and  by  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
18374  (May  3, 1976)). 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  is  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder  applicaMe  to 
National  securities  exchanges,  and  in 
particular,  the  requirements  of  Section  6 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered,  pursuant  to 
Section  19(b)(2)  of  the  Act,  that  the 
above-mentioned  proposed  rule  change 
be,  and  it  hereby  is,  approved. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-19532  Filed  7-6-76; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Council  on  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health,  established  imder 
Section  3(a)  of  Executive  Order  11612 
of  July  26,  1971  and  continued  imder  4 
(a)  of  Executive  Order  11807  of  Sep¬ 
tember  28, 1974,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Programs  for  Federal  Employees, 
will  meet  on  Wednesday,  July  21,  start¬ 
ing  at  9:30  am.,  in  Room  S5215  ABC. 
New  Department  of  Labor  Building, 
Third  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public. 

The  agenda  provides  for: 

l.  Pre^osed  addition  to  29  CFR  Part  1960, 
review  approval  of  draft  prcHposlng  a  new 
Bubpart  on  Program  Evaluation  Criteria. 

n.  Proposed  expansion  to  29  CFR  Part 
1960,  review  and  approval  of  draft  expand¬ 
ing  subpart  F — Field  Federal  Safety  and 
Health  Councils. 

m.  Reports.  A.  Committee  to  review 
House  Report  (January  26,  1976)  on  Safety 
In  the  Federal  Workplace. 

B.  Proposed  Amendment  to  29  CFR  Part 
1900  adding  {  1960.20 — Agency  Safety  and 
Health  Training  Guidelines.  Published  In  the' 
Federal  Register  of  June  11,  1976.  (41  FR 
23722) 

C.  Final  report  on  Calendar  year  1976 
Regional  Federal  Safety  and  Health  Ckmfer* 
ences. 


The  Council  welcomes  written  data, 
views  or  cmnmoits  concerning  safety 
and  health  programs  for  Federal  em¬ 
ployees,  Including  comments  on  the. 
agenda,  items.  All  such  submissions, 
together  with  20  ccgiies  thereof,  received 
by  the  close  of  business  July  19  will  be 
provided  to  members  of  the  Council  and 
included  in  the  record  of  the  meeting. 

The  Council  will  consider  oral  presen¬ 
tations  related  to  agenda  items.  Per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  orally  address  the  Coun¬ 
cil  at  the  meeting  should  sutanit  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  to  be  heard,  together  with 
20  copies  thereof  by  the  close  of  business 
July  16.  The  request  must  in^ude  the 
name  and  address  of  the  person  wishing 
to  appear,  the  capacity  in  which  appear¬ 
ance  will  be  made,  a  short  summary  of 
the  intended  presentation  and  an  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  amoimt  of  time  needed. 

All  communications  regarding  this  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  should  be  addressed  to 
Mr.  Walter  J.  Mason,  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor.  FACOSH,  Room  N3673,  Department 
of  Labor,  OSHA,  Third  Street  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washingtem,  D.C. 
20210,  telephone  (202)  523-7125. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  2nd 
day  of  July  1976. 

Morton  Corn, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc .76-1 9585  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH, 

SUBGROUPS  ON  STANDARDS  AND 

POLICY  AND  ISSUES  . 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Subgroups  on  Standards  and  Policy 
and  Issues,  National  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  (NACOSH) ,  will  meet  on  July  22, 
1976  in  Room  S-5215,  Department  of 
Labor  Building,  Third  Street  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210. 

The  National  Advisory  Committee  was 
established  under  section  7(a)  of  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1970  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education  and 
Welfare  on  matters  relating  to  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Act. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9  a.m.  The 
public  is  invited  to  attend.  The  Sub¬ 
groups  will  discuss  methods  to  revise  and 
update  OSHA  consensus  safety  stand¬ 
ards  that  primarily  were  adopted  under 
Section  6(a)  of  the  Act  in  the  first  two 
years  of  the  agency’s  existence.  In  par¬ 
ticular,  the  Subgroups  will  discuss  the  or¬ 
ganization  and  work  plan  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Task  Force  on  Improving  OSHA 
Regulations  which  will  assist  OSHA  in 
accelerating  the  program  to  simplify  and 
clarify  its  safety  standards.  The  issue  of 
the  best  methcxl  to  revise  safety  stand¬ 
ards  follows-up  and  expands  on  previous 
discussions  ot  the  Subgroup  on  Stand¬ 
ards  in  early  1976. 

If  time  permits,  the  Subgroups  also 
will  (xmtinue  th^  discussion  of  infla¬ 
tionary  impact  assessment  ot  OSHA 
standards. 
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For  additional  information  on  the 
Subgroups’  agenda,  please  contact: 

Nancy  L.  Hucke,  National  Advisory  Omnmit- 
«  tee  on  Occupational  Safety  and  Health, 
Department  of  Labor>OSHA.  Committee 
Management  Office,  Room  N-3636,  Third 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210.  Phone:  (202) 
523-8024. 

Any  written  data  or  views  concerning 
this  agenda  item  or  suggestions  for  fu¬ 
ture  agenda  items  which  are  received  by 
the  Committee  Management  OflBce  be¬ 
fore  the  meeting,  preferably  with  20  cop¬ 
ies,  will  be  presented  to  the  Subgroups 
and  included  in  the  official  record  of  the 
meeting. 

An3rone  wishing  to  request  an  oral 
presentation  should  notify  the  Commit¬ 
tee  Management  Office  before  the  meet¬ 
ing.  The  request  should  state  the  amount 
of  time  desired,  the  capacity  in  which  the 
person  will  appear,  and  a  brief  outline  of 
the  content  of  the  presentation.  Oral 
presentations  will  be  scheduled  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Subgroups’  Chairmen, 
depiending  on  the  extent  to  which  time 
permits. 

Official  records  of  the  meeting  wDl  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
above  address. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this 
day  of  July  1976. 

Joanne  L.  Goodell, 
Executive  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.76-19617  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am) 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  86] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

July  1,  1976. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argiiment  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  141521,  TX7I,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
October  4,  1976  (1  Week),  at  Columbus, 
Ohio,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later  desig¬ 
nated. 

MC-P  12708,  Murrow’s  Transfer,  Inc. — Pur¬ 
chase — D  &  D  Trucking  Co.  (Louis  J. 
Fisher,  Jr.,  Receiver)  and  MC  111936  (Sub 
15),  Miu’row's  Transfer,  Inc.  now  being 
assigned  October  19.  1976  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

FD  27804,  Chicago  and  Northwestern  Trans¬ 
portation  Company  Petition  for  Investi¬ 
gation  and  Declaratory  Order,  FD  27861, 
Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Company — ^Trackage  Rights, 

County,  Illinois  and  FD  27862,  Chicago, 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  &  Pacific  Railroad 


Company — ^Application  for  an  Order  Under 
Section  3  (5)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  now  being  assigned  September  9,  1976 
(for  pre-hearing  conference)  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
In  Washington.  D.C. 

I  &  S  M  29049,  General  Increase,  New  York 
Movers  Tariff  Bureau  Inc.,  Agent,  now  as¬ 
signed  July  27,  1976,  at  Washington,  D.C., 
is  cancelled.  The  rates  are  being  cancelled. 

MC  2860  (Sub  TSO),  National  Freight,  Inc. 
now  being  assigned  September  28,  1976  (2 
days)  at  Atlanta,  Georgia  in  a  heari^ 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  119789  (Sub  270),  Caravan  Refrigerated 
Cargo,  Inc.  now  being  assigned  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1976  (1  day)  at  Atlanta,  Georgia  In 
a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  106674  (Sub  176),  Schllli  Motor  Unes, 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  October  1,  1976  (1 
day)  at  Atlanta,  Georgia  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  later  designated. 

MC  107515  (Sub  1002),  Refrigerated  Trans¬ 
port  Co.,  Inc.  now  being  assigned  October 
4,  1976  (1  week)  at  Atlanta,  Georgia  in  a 
hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.76-19565  Filed  7-6-76:8:45  am] 


[Rule  19:  Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Exemption 
No.  95,  Arndt.  6 1 

BESSEMER  AND  LAKE  ERIE  RAILROAD 
CO.  AND  NORFOLK  AND  WESTERN 
RAILWAY  CO. 

Exemption  Linder  Provision  of  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules 

To:  Bessemer  and  Lake  Erie  Railroad 
Company,  Norfolk  and  Western  Railway 
Company. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  No.  95  issued  February  5,  1975. 

It  is  ordered,  That,  under  the  authority 
vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19, 
Exemption  No.  95  to  the  Mandatory  Car 
Service  Rules  ordered  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
241,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  amended  to  ex¬ 
pire  September  30, 1976. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  June  30, 1976. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  24, 
1976. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent. 

|FR  Doc.76-19567  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am) 


(Rule  19:  Ex  Parte  No.  241;  Exemption 
No.  86,  Arndt.  71 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE,  ST.  PAUL  AND 
PACIFIC  RAILROAD  CO. 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules 

To:  Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Co.,  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  Southern  Railway 
Company. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Exemp¬ 
tion  No.  85  issued  September  11, 1974. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  under  the  autiior- 
ity  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule  19, 
Exemption  No.  85  to  the  Mandatory  Car 
Service  Rules  ordered  in  Ex  Parte  No. 


241,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  amended  to  ex¬ 
pire  September  30, 1976. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  June  30,  1976. 


Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  24, 
1976. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Lewis  R.  Teeple, 

Agent. 


|FR  Doc.76-19568  Piled  7-6-76:8:45  am) 


[Notice  No.  82] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

July  1,  1976. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  C.F.R.  S  1131.3.  These 
rules  provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no 
later  than  the  15th  calendar  day  after 
the  date  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
application  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  the  protest  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  author¬ 
ized  representative,  if  any,  and  the  Pro¬ 
testant  must  certify  that  such  service  has 
been  made.  The  protest  must  identify 
the  operating  authority  upon  which  it  is 
predicated,  specifying  the  “MC”  docket 
and  “Sub”  number  and  quoting  the  par¬ 
ticular  portion  of  authority  upon  which 
it  relies.  Also,  the  protestant  shall  specify 
the  service  it  can  and  will  provide  and 
the  amount  and  type  of  equipment  it 
will  make  available  for  use  in  connection 
with  the  service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a  pro¬ 
test  shall  be  governed  by  the  complete¬ 
ness  and  pertinence  of  the  protestant’s 
information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  the 
I.C.C.  Field  Office  to  which  protests  are 
to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  40978  (Sub-No.  26TA),  filed 
June  23,  1976.  Applicant:  CHAIR  CITY 
MO’TOR  EXPRESS  COMPANY,  3321 
Highway  141  South,  P.O.  Box  686,  Shel- 
boygan,  Wis.  53081.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  C.  Dineen,  710  North 
Plankinton  Ave.,  Wilwaukee,  Wis.  53203. 
Authority  sought  to  opierate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transpHirting:  (1)  Doors,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Curtis  Corporation,  at  New 
London,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Colorado,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
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Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  North  E^ota, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania  Rhode  Is¬ 
land.  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  and  (2)  Equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  man¬ 
ufacture  and  distribution  of  doors  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  points 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  points  in 
the  above-named  destination  states  to 
the  plants! te  of  Curtis  Corporation,  at 
New  London,  Wis.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Curtis  Cor¬ 
poration,  313  West  Wolf  River  Ave.,  New 
London,  Wis.  54961.  Send  protests  to: 
Gail  Daugherty,  Transportation  Assist¬ 
ant,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  135  West  Wells 
St.,  Room  807,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203. 

No,  MC  123061  (Sub-No.  80TA),  filed 
June  21,  1976.  Applicant:  LEATHAM 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  46  Orange  St.,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84104.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harry  D.  Pugsley,  315  East 
2nd  South,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vrfiicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Boxes  or 
sheets,  corrugated  or  not  corrugated 
K.D.F.,  from  the  plantsite  of  Boise  Cas¬ 
cade  Corporation,  at  or  near  Nampa, 
Idaho,  to  Cedar  City,  Logan.  WellsvUle, 
and  Riverton,  Utah,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Boise  Cas¬ 
cade  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  7747,  Boise, 
Idaho  83704.  Send  protests  to:  Lyle  D. 
Heifer,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  5301  Federal  Bldg.,  125  South 
State  St..  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84138. 

No.  MC  124160  (Sub-No.  12TA),  filed 
June  23,  1976.  Applicant:  SAVAGE 
BROTHERS,  INCORPORATED,  585 
South  500  East,  American  Fork,  Utah 
84003.  Applicant’s  representative:  Lon 
Rodney  Kump,  333  East  Foiu-th  South, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sand,  from  points  in  Box 
Elder  County,  Utah,  to  points  in  Oneida 
Coimty,  Idaho,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  imderlying  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  Acme  Vickrey,  E. 
4007  Grace,  Spokane,  Wash.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  I^le  D.  Heifer,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  C(Hnmerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  5301  Federal  Bldg., 
125  South  State  St.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84138. 

No.  MC  135231  (Sub-No.  19TA) .  filed 
June  23, 1976.  Applicant:  NORTH  STAR 
•mANSPORT,  INC.,  Route  1,  Highway  1 
and  59  West.  Thief  River  Falls,  Minn. 
56701.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
P.  Sack,  33  E.  Wentworth.  West  St  Paul, 
Minn.  55118.  Authority  sought  to  cerate 


as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^iicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
merchandise  as  is  d^t  in  by  mall  order 
houses  (except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
foodstuffs),  from  St.  Cloud,  Minn.,  to 
Lexington,  Ky.,  restricted  to  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  originating  at  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Fingerhut  Manufacturing  Co. 
Service,  Inc.,  Jor  immediate  and  subse¬ 
quent  movement  by  U.S.  Mail  or  by 
United  Parcel  Service,  Inc.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Fingerhut  Manufac¬ 
turing  Co.,  11  McLeland  Road,  St.  Cloud, 
Minn.  56395.  Send  protests  to:  Ronald  R. 
Mau,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion.  P.O.  Box  2340,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 

No.  MC  136267  (Sub-No.  6TA),  filed 
June  21,  1976.  Applicant:  BELS  PRO¬ 
DUCE  CO.,  INC.,  11357  Vienna  Road, 
P.O.  Box  348,  Montrose,  Mich.  48457.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Andrew  J. 
HaUw,  III,  22375  Haggerty  Road.  P.O. 
Box  400,  North ville,  Mich.  48167.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pickles  and  related 
pickle  products  (except  refrigerated  and 
in  bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  Vlasic 
Foods,  Inc.,  at  Greenville.  Miss.,  to  points 
in  Florida,  for  180  dasrs.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  imderlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority^.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Vlasic  Foods,  Inc.,  Man¬ 
ager  of  'Trafiac,  Ernest  P.  Szwarc,  33200 
W.  14  Mile  Road,  W.  Bloomfield,  Mich. 
48033.  Send  protests  to:  Melvin  F. 
Kirsch.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Conunission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations  1110  Broderick  Tower,  10  Wlth- 
erell  Ave.,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226. 

No.  MC  138003  (Sub-No.  8TA),  filed 
June  23,  1976.  Applicant:  ROBERT  F. 
KAZIMOUR,  1200  Norwood  Drive.  S.E., 
P.O.  Box  2011,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52403. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  A. 
Wichser,  5000  South  Lewis  Blvd.,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa  51102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Appliances,  and  parts,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture,  repair, 
and  distribution  of  such  conunodlties, 
between  Webster  City,  Iowa,  Port  Dodge. 
Iowa,  Des  Plains,  ni..  and  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Franklin  Manufacturing  Company,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Franklin 
Manufacturing  Company,  600  Stockdale 
St.,  Webster  City,  Iowa.  Send  protests  to: 
Herbert  W.  Allen,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  518  Federal  Bldg.,  Des 
Moines.  Iowa  50309. 

No.  MC  139968  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
June  23,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CONSTRUCTION  CORP.,  12050  N.W. 
South  River  Drive.  Miami,  Fla.  33012. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Bernard  C. 
Pestcoe,  511  Biscayne  Bldg.,  19  West 
Flagler  St..  Miami,  Fla.  33130.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cement  clinker,  gypsum 
and  bunker  C  fuel,  between  points  in 
Dade  and  Broward  Counties,  Fla.,  re¬ 


stricted  to  transportation  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  MaiUe  Industries,  Inc.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  sliipper:  Maule 
Industries,  Inc.,  100  Biscayne  Blvd.,  Mi¬ 
ami,  Fla.  Send  protests  to:  Joseph  B. 
Telchert,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Monterey  Bldg.,  Suite  101,  841 
N.W.  53rd'Terrace,  Miami,  Fla.  33166. 

No.  MC  140104  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed 
June  21,  1976.  Applicant:  TOLEDO 

FRIGID  LINES,  INC.,  -4117  Fitch  Road, 
Toledo.  Ohio  43613.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  David  L.  Pemberton,  50  West 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Bakery  goods, 
ice  cream,  ice  cream  confections,  ice  con¬ 
fections,  ice  water  confections,  and  fro¬ 
zen  desserts,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Toledo. 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Louisiana;  and  (2) 
Materials,  ingredients,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  the 
aforementioned  commodities,  from 
points  in  Louisiana,  to  Toledo,  Ohio,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract  with  Vroman 
Foods,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underlying  ETTA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Vroman  Foods,  Inc., 
4117  Fitch  Road,  Toledo,  Ohio  43613. 
Send  protests  to;  Keith  D.  Warner,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Conunerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  313 
Federal  Office  Bldg.,  234  Summit  St.,  To¬ 
ledo,  Ohio  43604. 

No.  MC  140176  (Sub-No,  4TA),  filed 
June  25,  1976.  Applicant:  RILEY 

WAYNE  POWELL,  doing  business  as 
POWELL  TRUCKINO  COMPANY, 
Route  3,  Sumrall,  Miss.  39482.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Fred  W.  Johnson, 
Jr.,  1500  Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O. 
Box  22628,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Poles  and  pilings, 
from  the  facilities  of  Femwood  Indus¬ 
tries,  at  Fernwood,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan. 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  New 
Yoi^,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee.  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsih,  and 
Wyoming,  imder  a  ccmtinuing  contract 
with  Femwood  Industries,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Fem¬ 
wood  Industries,  P.O.  Box  90,  Femwood, 
Miss.  39635.  Send  protests  to:  Alan  C. 
Tarrant,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Room  212,  145 
East  Amite  Bldg.,  Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

No.  MC  140693  (Sub-No.  4TA).  filed 
June  21, 1976.  Applicant;  BEER  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  1120  German¬ 
town  Ave.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19123.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Leonard  A. 
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Jaskiewicz,  1730  M  St.  NW.,  Suite  501, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages  (.beer) 
and  related  advertising  materials,  from 
South  Volney,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Maine, 
New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  New 
York  and  West  Virginia:  and  (2)  Re¬ 
turned  empty  malt  beverage  containers, 
from  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  York  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  to  South  Volney,  N.Y.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Miller  Brewing 
Company,  4000  West  State  St.,  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wis.  53208.  Send  protests  to:  Monica 
A.  Blodgett  Transportation  Assistant, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  600 
Arch  St.,  Room  3238,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
19106. 

No.  MC  141804  (Sub-No.  14TA) ,  filed 
Jime  22,  1976.  Applicant:  WESTERN 
EXPRESS,  Box  422,  Gtoodlettsville, 
Tenn.  37072.  Applicant’s  representative: 
R.  Connor  Wiggins,  Jr.,  100  North  Main 
Bldg.,  Suite  909,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38103. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Lawn  mow¬ 
ers  and  yard  equipment  and  parts,  from 
the  plants! te  and  storage  facilities  of 
McDonough  Power  Equipment  Company, 
located  at  or  near  McDonough,  Ga.,  to 
the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities  of 
Tru-Cut,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Pacolma,  Calif.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
Shipper:  Tru-Cut,  Inc.,  10487  San  Fer¬ 
nando  Road,  Pacoima,  (ballf.  91331.  Send 
protests  to:  Joe  J.  Tate,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Suite  A-422, 
P.S.  Comthouse,  801  Broadway,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37203. 

No.  MC  142055  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
Jime  16.  1976.  Applicant:  THOMAS  H. 
PRESLEY,  doing  business  as  PRES¬ 
LEY’S  TRUCKING  SERVICE,  P.O.  BdX 
46,  Shuqualak,  Miss.  39361.  Applicant's 
representative:  John  A.  Crawford,  1700 
Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  22567, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregiilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Brick  and  structural  tile,  from  the 
plant  and  facilities  of  Delta  Brick  &  ’Tile 
Company,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Indianola, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Louisiana.  Tennessee,  and  Texas,  imder  a 
continiiing  contract  with  Delta  Brick  fc 
Tile  CcHnpany,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  imderlylng  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Delta  Brick 
it  ’Tile  Company.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  539, 
Indianola,  Miss.  38751.  Send  protests  to: 
Alan  C.  Tarrant,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Cmmnerce  Commission,  Room 
212,  145  East  Amite  Bldg.,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39201. 

No.  MC  142056  (Sub-No.  ITA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  .  filed  May  28, 1976,  published  In 
the  Fedekal  Registek  issue  of  June  22, 
1976,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
Issue.  Applicant:  JOHN  RAGO,  1006 
Neptune  Blvd.,  Lynn.  Mass.  01905.  Appli- 
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cant’s  r^resentative:  Ronald  F.  Shapess, 
450  Seventh  Ave.,  New  York,  N.Y.  10001. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
moncarrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  beverages 
and  brewery  supplies,  between  Merri¬ 
mack,  N.H.,  and  Newark,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  West  Roxbtiry, 
Plsrmouth,  and  Danvers,  Mass.,  and 
Patchogue,  Poughkeepsie,  and  New  York, 
N.Y.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shippers:  Jing  Beer  Dist.  Corp.,  1213 
Grand  St..  Brooklyn,  N.Y.  11211,  United 
Liquors  Ltd.,  99  Rivermoor  St.,  W.  Rox- 
bury.  Mass.  02132,  Dutchess  Beer  Dis¬ 
tributors,  Inc.,  84  Dutchess  Turnpike, 
Box  1129,  Poughkeepsie,  N.Y,  12602,  Sea- 
brook  Products,  Inc.,  Zero  Beechwood 
Place,  Danver,  Mass.  01923,  L.  Knife  & 
Son,  Inc.,  Sandri  Drive,  Plymouth,  Mass. 
02360.  Send  protests  to:  Max  Gorenstein, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
150  Causeway  St.,  Boston,  Mass.  02114. 
’The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
add  the  name  and  address  of  Bureau 
Field  Representative. 

No.  MC  142075  (Sub-No.  ITA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  June  2,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  22, 
1976,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  D.  C.  LARSON 
TRUCKING.  INC..  701  Highw^ay  75 
North,  Moorhead,  Minn.  56560.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  E.  John¬ 
son,  425  Gate  City  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Incan¬ 
descent  and  fluorescent  light  bulbs  and 
tubes,  from  Warren,  Pa.,  to  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  imderlying  ETA  seeking  up  to 
90  days  of  operating  authority.  Support¬ 
ing  shippers:  Maintenance  Engineering, 
Ltd.,  P.O.  Box  2811,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102. 
Solar  Electric,  P.O,  Box  988,  Warren,  Pa. 
16365.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  P.O.  Box  2340, 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  correct  the  terri¬ 
torial  description. 

No.  MC  142182TA,  filed  June  22.  1976. 
AppUcant:  B  &  S  ’TRUCKING,  INC.,  117 
Ramsey  Lane,  Ballwin,  Mo.  63011.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Joseph  E.  Reb- 
man,  314  N.  Broadway,  Suite  1230,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  63102.  Authbrity  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  appliances,  television  sets, 
radios,  refrigerators,  freezers,  stereos  and 
stereo  speakers,  tape  record^s,  calcula¬ 
tors,  ovens  and  ranges  (including  micro- 
wave  ovens  and  ranges) ,  washers,  dryers, 
disposals,  dishwashers,  air  conditioners, 
carpets,  padding,  floor  tile,  sheet  vinyl, 
CB  radios  (for  automobile  installation  or 
otherwise,  between  the  warehouses  and 
shipping  facilities  of  Brightman  Distrib¬ 
uting  Co.,  Inc.,  at  or  near  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  Springfield,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Adams,  Alex¬ 
ander,  Bond,  Brown,  Calhoun,  CTass, 
Champaign,  Christian,  Clark,  Clay,  Clin¬ 


ton.  Coles,  Crawford,  Cumberland.  De- 
Witt,  Douglas,  Edgar.  Edwards,  Effing¬ 
ham,  Fayette,  Frankhn,  Pulton,  .Green, 
Gallatin,  Hamilton,  Hardin,  Hancock, 
Henderson,  Henry,  Jackson,  Jasper,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Jersey,  Johnson,  Knox,  Lawrence, 
Logan,  McLean,  McDonough,  Macon,  Ma¬ 
coupin,  Madison,  Marlon,  Mason,  Mas¬ 
sac,  Menard,  Mecer,  Monroe,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Morgan,  Perry,  Piatt,  Pike,  Pope, 
Pulaski,  Randolph,  Richland,  St.’ Clair, 
Saline,  Sangamon,  Scott,  Schuyler, 
Shelby,  Starke,  Sullivan,  Tazewell,  Union, 
Vermillion,  Wabash,  Warren,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Wayne,  White,  and  Williamson 
Counties.  Ill.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  with  Brightman  Distributing  Co., 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Brightman  Distributing  Co.,  10411  Baur 
Blvd.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63132.  Send  protests 
to:  J.  P,  Werthmann.  District  l^upervlsor. 
Interstate  Conunerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  1465,  210  N. 
12th  St.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101. 

No.  MC  94742  (Sub-No.  38TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  26,  1976,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Jime  23, 
1976,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  MICHAUD  BUS  LINES, 
INC.,  61-63  Jefferson  Ave.,  Salem,  Mass. 
01970.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  Alex 
Michaud  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  round-trip  special  op¬ 
erations,  in  sightseeing  and  pleasure 
tours,  offering  door  to  door  service,  from 
and  to  outlying  areas  to  convenient  cen¬ 
tral  point  of  departure,  Massachusetts: 
Commercial  Zone  of  Boston  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  (except  the  City  of  Bos¬ 
ton)  and  the  additional  cities  and  towns: 
Reading,  Wilmington,  Winchester,  Burl¬ 
ington,  Belmont,  Stoneham,  Lexington, 
Lincoln.  Concord,  Waltham.  Bedford, 
Arlington,  Melrose,  Woburn,  Dover, 
Westwood,  Norwood,  Wesmiouth,  Brain¬ 
tree,  Wellesley,  Canton,  Stoughton, 
Framingham,  and  Natick;  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  Counties  of  Rockingham,  Straf¬ 
ford,  Merrimack,  and  Hillsboro;  Maine 
Coimty  of  York,  to  all  points  in  the 
United  States.  Applicant  intends  to  tack 
authority  applied  for  to  authority  pres¬ 
ently  held,  for  150  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  imderlying  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  There  are  approxi¬ 
mately  36  statements  of  support  attached 
to  the  application,  which  may  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington.  D.C..  or 
copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  field  office  named  below.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Max  Gorenstein,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  150  Causeway  St., 
Boston,  Mass.  02114.  'Hie  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  correct  the  territorial 
description  in  this  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-19564  Piled  7-6-76;8:46  am] 
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